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they  must  be  kept.  Each  digest  carries 
a  reference  to  the  full  text  of  the  basic 
law  or  regulation  providing  for  such 
retention. 

The  booklet’s  index,  numbering  over 
2,200  items,  lists  for  ready  reference 
the  categories  of  persons,  companies, 
and  products  affected  by  Federal 
record  retention  requirements. 
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Rules  and  Regulations 


Title  5— ADMINISTRATIVE 
PERSONNa 

Chapter  I — Civil  Service  Commission 

PART  213— EXCEPTED  SERVICE 

Department  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare 

Section  213.3316  of  Schedule  C  is 
amended  to  reflect  the  following  title 
change;  from  Assistant  to  the  Secretary 
for  Special  Programs  to  Executive 
Assistant  to  the  Secretary. 

Effective  on  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register  (7-7-72),  subparagraph  (11)  of 
paragraph  (a)  is  amended  and  subpara¬ 
graph  (26)  is  added  to  paragraph  (a)  of 
§  213.3316  as  set  out  below. 

§  213.3316  Department  of  Heulili,  Edu¬ 
cation,  and  Welfare. 

(a)  Office  of  the  Secretary.  •  •  * 

(11)  Seven  Assistants  to  the  Secretary 
for  Special  Programs. 

•  •  •  •  * 

(26)  One  Executive  Assistant  to  the 
Secretary. 

*  •  •  *  • 

(6  VJS.C.  secs.  3301,  3302,  E.O.  10577;  3  CPR 
1954-58  Comp.  p.  218) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 

[PR  Doc.72-10413  Piled  7-6-72;8:50  am) 


PART  213— EXCEPTED  SERVICE 

Subpart  C — Excepted  Schedules 
Department  of  the  Navy  et  al. 

Subpart  C  of  Part  213  is  amended  to 
show  that  as  a  result  of  comprehensive 
review  33  positions  are  no  longer  excepted 
under  Schedule  C.  This  Subpart  C  is  also 
amended  to  reflect  the  following  title  and 
headnote  changes:  In  the  D^artment  of 
the  Navy — from  Special  Assistant  to  the 
Special  Civilian  Assistant  to  the  Secre¬ 
tary  to  the  Special  Assistant  to  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  the  Navy;  in  the  Department  of 
Labor — from  Bureau  of  Employment 
Security  to  Unemployment  Insurance 
Service,  and  from  Secretary  (Stenog¬ 
raphy)  in  the  Office  of  the  Administra¬ 
tor,  Bureau  of  Employment  Security,  to 
Secretary  to  the  Associate  Manpower 
Administrator,  Unemployment  Insurance 
Service:  in  the  Department  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare — from  Confi¬ 
dential  Secretary  and  Confidential  As¬ 
sistant  to  the  Special  Assistant  to  the 
Secretary  (for  Mental  Retardation  Ac¬ 
tivities)  to  Confidential  Secretary  and 
Confidential  Assistant  to  the  Executive 


Director,  President’s  Committee  on 
Mental  Retardation;  and  in  the  Agency 
for  International  Development — from 
Office  of  the  Assistant  Administrator  for 
Legislative  and  Public  Affairs  to  Office 
of  the  Assistant  Administrator  for  Legis¬ 
lative  Affairs,  and  from  Confidentisd  As¬ 
sistant  to  the  Special  Assistant  to  the 
Assistant  Administrator  for  Administra¬ 
tion  to  Confidential  Assistant  to  the  As¬ 
sistant  Administrator  for  Administration. 

Effective  on  publication  in  the  F’ederal 
Register  (7-7-72),  Subpart  C  of  Part 
213  is  amended  as  set  out  below. 

§  213.3308  Depariniont  of  tlio  Navy. 

(a)  Office  of  the  Secretary.  •  •  • 

(11)  One  Special  Assistant  to  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  the  Navy. 

•  •  •  •  • 

§  213.3314  DrpartmonI  of  (k)iuineri-r. 

(a)  Office  of  the  Secretary.  •  •  • 

(3)  Two  Confidential  Assistants  and 
one  Private  Secretary  to  the  Under 
Secretary. 

•  •  •  •  * 

(16)  Two  Confidential  Assistants  to 
the  Director,  Office  of  Foreign  Direct 
Investments. 

•  •  •  •  « 

(20)  [Revoked] 

»  •  *  •  • 

(j)  Maritime  Administration.  •  *  * 

(2)  [Revoked] 

•  *  «  •  • 

(q)  Office  of  the  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Economic  Development.  •  *  • 

(9)  One  Congressional  Liaison  Officer. 

•  •  •  *  • 

§  213.3315  Deparlment  of  Labor. 

(a)  Office  of  the  Secretary.  •  *  • 

(19)  [Revoked] 

•  • '  •  *  • 

(c)  Unemployment  Insurance  Serv¬ 
ice.  (1)  One  Secretary  to  the  Associate 
Manpower  Administrator. 

•  •  «  #  • 

§  213.3316  Department  of  Health,  Edu¬ 
cation,  and  Welfare. 

(a)  Office  of  the  Secretary.  •  •  • 

(5)  One  Confidential  Secretary  to  the 
Under  Secretary. 

•  «  «  •  • 

(10)  One  Confidential  Secretary  to  the 
Executive  Director,  President’s  Commit¬ 
tee  on  Mental  Retardation. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(12)  One  Confidential  Assistant  to  the 
Executive  Director,  President’s  Commit¬ 
tee  on  Mental  Retardation. 

*  •  #  #  • 

(h)  Office  of  the  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Health  and  Scientific  Affairs.  (1)  One 
Confidential  Secretary  to  the  Assistant 
Secretary. 

•  •  •  •  # 


(1)  Administration  on  Aging.  (1)  One 
Confidential  Secretary  to  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  on  Aging. 

•  •  •  «  • 

(n)  Office  of  the  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Community  and  Field  Services.  (1) 
One  Confidential  Secretary  to  the  As¬ 
sistant  Secretary. 

*  •  •  •  • 

§  213.3333  Federal  Depottit  In»^u  ranee 
('.orporation. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(f)  [Revoked] 

•  •  •  •  • 

§  213.3341  National  I.4ibor  Relutionn 
Board. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(c)  One  Special  Assistant  to  the  Gen¬ 
eral  Counsel. 

•  •  •  •  • 

§  213.3344  Occupational  Safety  and 
Healtli  Review  (4>mmi8)«ion. 

•  •  *  •  • 

(c)  One  Confidential  Assistant  to  each 
of  two  Members  of  the  Commission. 

§  213.3356  CommiiiHion  on  Civil  Rights. 
•  *  *  •  * 

(b)  [Revoked] 

(c)  [Revoked] 

§  213.3368  Agency  for  International  De. 
velopment. 

(a)  Office  of  the  Administrator.  (1) 
[Revoked] 

0  0  0  0  0 

(e)  Office  of  the  Assistant  Admin¬ 
istrator  for  Legislative  Affairs.  «1) 
[Revoked] 

(2)  [Revoked] 

0  0  0  0  0 

(4)  [Revoked] 

(5)  Two  Congressional  Liaison  Officers. 

(f)  Office  of  the  Assistaant  Admin¬ 
istrator  for  Administration.  (1)  One 
Confidential  Assistant  to  the  Assistant 
Administrator  for  Administration. 

§  213.3373  Office  of  Economic  Oppor¬ 
tunity. 

0  0  0  0  0 

(d)  Office  of  the  Associate  Director 
for  Program  Review.  •  *  * 

(10)  [Revoked] 

(e)  Office  of  the  Assistant  Director  for 
Congressional  and  Public  Affairs.  •  •  • 

(11)  [Revoked] 

0  0  0  0  0 

(f)  [Revoked] 

•  •  •  *  • 

(5  U.S.C.  secs.  3301,  3302,  E.O.  10577;  3 
CFR  1954-58  Comp.  p.  218) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 
(FR  Doc.72-10412  PUed  7-6-72;8:50  am] 
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PART  550— PAY  ADMINISTRATION 
(GENERAU 

Specific  Exceptions 

Section  550.505  of  the  Commission’s 
regulations  is  amended  to  show  that 
resident  physicians  in  Veterans  Adminis¬ 
tration  hospitals  may  be  permitted  to 
provide  services  in  the  admitting  offices 
of  those  hospitals  on  night,  weekend,  and 
holiday  tours  of  duty  without  regard  to 
the  dual  compensaticm  restriction  of  5 
U.S.C.  sec.  5533.  Paragraph  (aa)  is  added 
to  §  550.505  as  set  out  below: 

§  550.505  Specific  exceptions. 

When  appropriate  authority  in  the  de¬ 
partment  or  agency  concerned,  or  in  the 
government  of  the  District  of  Columbia 
determines  that  personal  services  other¬ 
wise  cannot  be  readily  obtained,  section 
5533(a)  of  title  5,  United  States  Code, 
does  not  apply  to: 

•  *  «  *  * 

(aa)  Pay  for  part-time  or  intermittent 
employment  of  resident  physicians  in 
Veterans  Administration  hospitals,  as 
physicians  in  the  admitting  offices  of 
those  hospitals  on  night,  weekend,  or 
holiday  tours  of  duty. 

(5  U.S.C.  sec.  5533) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 

(FR  Doc.72-10414  Piled  7-6-72:8:50  am] 


PART  713— EQUAL  OPPORTUNITY 
Implementation  of  Agency  Program 

To  conform  with  previous  action  of  the 
Commission  in  deleting  the  word  “quali¬ 
fied”  before  “applicant”  in  other  parts 
of  Part  713,  §  713.204(e)(3)  is  amended 
as  set  out  below. 

§  713.204  Iniplemcniution  of  agency 
program. 

*  •  •  *  « 

(e)  Publicize  to  its  employees: 

•  •  •  •  • 

(3)  The  name  and  address  of  the 
Equal  Emidoirment  Opportunity  Coun¬ 
selor  and  the  organizational  units  he 


serves;  his  availability  to  counsel  an  em¬ 
ployee  or  applicant  for  employment  who 
believes  that  he  has  been  discriminated 
against  because  of  race,  color,  religion, 
sex,  or  national  origin;  and  the  require¬ 
ment  that  an  employee  or  applicant  for 
employment  must  consult  the  Counselor 
as  provided  by  S  713.213  about  his  alle- 
gaticMi  of  discrimination  because  of  race, 
color,  religion,  sex,  or  national  origin  be¬ 
fore  a  complaint  as  provided  by  §  713.214 
may  be  filed;  and 

•  •  •  •  * 

(5  U5.C.  secs.  1301,  3301,  3302,  7151-7154, 
7301,  E.O.  10677;  3  CFR  1954-58  Comp.,  p. 
218,  E.O.  11222:  3  CFR  1964-65  Comp.,  p.  306, 
E.O.  11478;  3  CFR  1969  Comp.) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[  SEAL  ]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 
[FR  Doc.72-10415  Filed  7-6-72; 8: 60  am] 


Title  49— TRANSPORTATION 

Chapter  X — Interstate  Commerce 
Commission 

SUBCHAPTER  A— GENERAL  RULES  AND 
REGULATIONS 
[S.O.  1094,  Arndt.  2] 

PART  1033— CAR  SERVICE 

Lehigh  Valley  Railroad  Co.  et  al..  Au¬ 
thorized  to  Operate  Over  Tracks  of 
Lehigh  Coal  and  Navigation  Co. 

At  a  session  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Railroad  Service 
Board,  held  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  the 
30th  day  of  Jime  1972. 

Upon  further  consideration  of  Service 
Order  No.  1094  (37  F.R.  9028  and  11066), 
and  good  cause  appearing  therefor; 

It  is  ordered.  That  §  1033.1094  Service 
Order  No.  1094  (Lehigh  Valley  Railroad 
Co.,  John  F.  Nash  and  Robert  C.  Halde- 
man,  trustees,  authorized  to  operate  over 
trac^  of  Lehigh  Coal  and  Navigation  Co. 
(formerly  operated  by  the  Central  Rail¬ 
road  Co.  of  New  Jersey,  Robert  D.  Tim- 
pany,  trustee) )  be,  and  It  is  hereby 
amended  by  substituting  the  following 
paragraph  (e)  for  paragraph  (e)  there¬ 
of: 


(e)  Expiration  date.  The  provisions  of 
this  order  shall  expire  at  11:59  p.m., 
August  1, 1972,  unless  otherwise  modified, 
changed,  or  suspended  by  order  of  this 
Commission,  provided  that  any  exten¬ 
sion  of  this  order  shall  be  subject  to  the 
continued  concurrence  of  the  Lehigh 
Coal  and  Navigation  Co. 

Effective  date.  This  amendment  shall 
become  effective  at  11:59  p.m.,  July  3, 
1972. 

(Secs.  1,  12,  15,  and  17(2),  24  Stat.  379,  383, 
384,  as  amended;  49  U.S.C.  1,  12,  15,  and  17 
(2).  Interprets  or  applies  secs.  1(10-17), 
15(4),  and  17(2),  40  Stat.  101,  as  amended, 
54  Stat.  911;  49  U.S.C.  1(10-17),  15(4),  and 
17(2)) 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  copies  of 
this  amendm^t  shall  be  served  upon  the 
Association  of  American  Railroads,  Car 
Service  Division,  as  agent  of  all  railroads 
subscribing  to  the  car  service  and  car 
hire  agreement  under  the  terms  of 
that  agreement,  and  upon  the  American 
Short  Line  Railroad  Association;  and 
that  notice  of  this  order  be  given  to  the 
general  public  by  depositing  a  copy  in 
the  Office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  at  Washington,  D.C.,  and  by 
filing  it  with  the  Director,  Office  of  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission,  Railroad  Service 
Board. 

[seal]  Joseph  M.  Harrington, 

Acting  Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.72-10424  Filed  7-6-72:8:51  am] 

Title  6— ECONOMIC 
STABILIZATION 

Chapter  III — Price  Commission 

PART  300— PRICE  STABILIZATION 

Criteria  for  Modification  of  Certain 
Prenotification  Requirements 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  is  to 
add  certain  criteria  to  paragraph  (c)  of 
§  300.51  of  the  regulations  of  the  Price 
Commission.  Paragraph  (c)  currently 
provides  that  a  prenotification  firm  with 
annual  sales  or  revenues  of  less  than  $100 
million  within  any  industrial  group  in  its 
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most  recent  fiscal  year  may  apply  for  a 
modification  of  prenotiflcation  require- 
mmts  with  respect  to  price  increases 
within  the  industrial  group.  The  Price 
Commission  has  developed  certain  cri¬ 
teria  to  be  iised  in  considering  applica¬ 
tions  for  the  modified  reporting.  The 
criteria  are  self-explanatory. 

Because  the  purpose  of  this  amend¬ 
ment  is  to  provide  immediate  guidance 
and  information  for  applications  for 
modification  of  certain  regulatory  re¬ 
quirements,  it  is  hereby  foimd  that  notice 
and  public  procediire  is  unnecessary  and 
that  good  cause  exists  for  making  it 
effective  less  than  30  days  after 
publication. 

(E^nomic  Stabilization  Act  of  1970,  as 
amended,  PuWlc  Law  91-379,  84  Stat.  799; 
Public  Law  91-558,  84  Stat.  1468;  Public  Law 
92-8,  85  Stat.  13;  Public  Law  92-15,  85  Stat. 
38:  Economic  Stabilization  Act  Amendments 
of  1971,  Public  Law  92-210;  Executive  Order 
No.  11640,  37  P.R.  1213,  Jan.  27,  1972;  Cost  of 
Living  CouncU  Order  No.  4,  36  F.R.  20202, 
Oct.  16,  1971) 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing  effec¬ 
tive  June  30.  1972,  paragraph  (c)  of 
S  300.51  of  Title  6  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  is  amended  by  adding  the 
following  new  sentence  at  the  end 
thereof : 

§  300.51  Prenolification  firms. 

*  •  •  •  • 

(c)  Modification  of  prenotification  re¬ 
quirements.  •  *  *  The  following  are  the 
criteria  to  be  applied  in  considering  ap¬ 
plications  imder  this  paragraph: 

(1)  A  firm  to  which  a  term  limit  pric¬ 
ing  order  has  been  issued  is  not  eligible 
for  a  modification  of  prenotification  re¬ 
quirements  under  this  paragraph. 

(2)  The  firm’s  annual  sales  or  reve¬ 
nues  within  the  industrial  group  for 
which  modification  of  prenotification  re¬ 
quirements  is  requested  must  be  imder 
$100  million. 

(3)  Annual  sales  or  revenues  of  the 
entity  for  which  modification  of  prenoti¬ 
fication  requirements  is  requested  must 
be  under  $100  million. 

(4)  Annual  firm  sales  or  revenues 
within  the  four-digit  Standard  Industrial 
Classifiication  which  includes  the  indus¬ 
trial  group  for  which  modification  of 
prenotification  requirements  is  requested 
may  not  be  more  than  5  percent  of  the 
market  covered  by  that  classification. 

•  •  •  •  • 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  June 
30,  1972,  by  direction  of  the  Commission. 

W.  David  Slawson, 
General  Counsel. 

Price  Commission, 
[FR  Doc.72-10482  FUed  7-6-72:8:49  am] 


Title  9— ANIMALS  AND  ANIMAL 
PRODUCTS 

Chapter  I — ^Animal  and  Plant  Health 
Inspection  Service,  Department  of 
Agriculture 

SUBCHAPTER  C — INTERSTATE  TRANSPORTATION 
OF  ANIMALS  (INCLUDING  POULTRY!  AND 
ANIMAL  PRODUCTS 

[Docket  No.  72-532] 

PART  76 — HOG  CHOLERA  AND  OTHER 
COMMUNICABLE  SWINE  DISEASES 

Areas  Quarantined 

Pursuant  to  provisions  of  the  Act  of 
May  29.  1884,  as  amended,  the  Act  of 
February  2,  1903,  as  amended,  the  Act 
of  March  3.  1905,  as  amended,  the  Act 
of  September  6,  1961,  and  the  Act  of 
July  2. 1962  (21  U.S.C.  111-113, 114g.  115, 
117,  120,  121,  123-126,  134b,  134f),  Part 
76,  Title  9.  Code  of  Federal  Regulations, 
restricting  the  interstate  movement  of 
swine  and  certain  products  because  of 
hog  cholera  and  other  communicable 
swine  diseases,  is  hereby  amended  in  the 
following  respects: 

In  §76.2,  in  paragraph  (e)(3)  relat¬ 
ing  to  the  State  of  North  Carolina,  sub¬ 
division  (i)  relating  to  Johnston  Coimty 
is  deleted. 

(Secs.  4-7,  23  Stat.  32,  as  amended;  secs. 
1  and  2,  32  Stat.  791-792,  as  amended;  secs. 
1-4,  83  Stat.  1264,  1265,  as  amended;  sec.  1, 
76  Stat.  481;  secs.  3  and  11,  76  Stat.  130, 
132;  21  UA.C.  111-113,  114g,  115,  117,  120, 
121,  123-126,  134b.  134f;  29  FJl.  16210,  as 
amended;  37  Fit.  6327,  6505) 

Effective  date.  The  foregoing  amend¬ 
ment  shall  become  effective  upon 
issuance. 

The  amendment  excludes  a  portion  of 
Johnston  County  in  North  Carolina 
from  the  areas  quarantined  because  of 
hog  cholera.  Therefore,  the  restrictions 
pertaining  to  the  Interstate  movement 
of  swine  and  swine  products  from  or 
through  quarantined  areas  contained  in 
9  CFR  Part  76,  as  amended,  do  not  apply 
to  the  excluded  area,  but  will  continue 
to  apply  to  the  quarantined  areas  de¬ 
scribe  in  S  76.2(e) .  Further,  the  restric¬ 
tions  pertaining  to  the  interstate 
movement  of  swine  and  swine  products 
from  nonquarantined  areas  contained  in 
said  Part  76  apply  to  the  excluded  are^ 
The  amendment  relieves  restrictions 
presently  Imposed  but  no  longer  deemed 
necessary  to  prevent  the  spread  of  hog 
cholera,  and  it  should  be  made  effective 
promptly  in  order  to  be  of  maximum 
benefit  to  affected  persons.  It  does  not 
appear  that  public  participation  in  this 
rule  making  proceeding  would  make  ad¬ 
ditional  relevant  information  available 
to  the  Department. 

Accordingly,  under  the  administrative 
procedure  provisions  in  5  U.S.C.  553,  it 
is  found  upon  good  cause  that  notice  and 


other  public  procedure  with  respect  to 
the  amendment  are  Impracticable  and 
unnecessary,  and  good  cause  is  found 
for  making  it  effective  less  than  30  days 
after  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  30th 
day  of  June  1972. 

O.  H.  Wise, 

Acting  Administrator,  Animal 
and  Plant  Health  Inspection  Service. 

[FR  Doc.72-10390  FUed  7-6-72;8:48  am] 


SUBCHAPTER  D — EXPORTATION  AND  IMPORTA¬ 
TION  OF  ANIMALS  (INCLUDING  POULTRY) 

AND  ANIMAL  PRODUCTS 

PART  97— OVERTIME  SERVICES 
RELATING  TO  IMPORTS  AND  EXPORTS 
Administrative  Instructions  Prescribing 

Commuted  Traveltime  Allowances 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  conferred 
upon  the  Deputy  Administrator,  Veteri¬ 
nary  Services,  Animal  and  Plant  Health 
Inspection  Service  by  9  97.1  of  the  regu¬ 
lations  concerning  overtime  services  re¬ 
lating  to  imports  and  exports  (9  CFR 
97.1),  administrative  instructions  9  CFR 
97.2  (1972  ed.),  as  amended  February  1, 
1972  (37  F.R.  2430),  February  16,  1972 
(37  FJl.  3410),  March  1,  1972  (37  Fit. 
4246),  and  May  10.  1972  (37  FJl.  9384), 
prescribing  the  commuted  traveltime 
that  shall  be  included  in  each  period  of 
overtime  or  holiday  duty,  are  hereby 
amended  by  adding  to  or  deleting  from 
the  respective  “lists”  therein  as  follows: 

Within  Mitbopoutan  Abea 

1  HOUR 

Add:  Boise,  Idaho. 

OoTsiDK  Metropolitan  Area 
S  HOURS 

Add:  Sault  Ste.  Marie  (when  served  from 
Lansing,  Mich.) 

(64  Stot.  661;  7  UB.C.  2260) 

Effective  date.  ITie  foregoing  amend¬ 
ments  shall  become  effective  upon 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register 
(7-7-72). 

These  commuted  traveltime  periods 
have  been  established  as  nearly  as  may 
be  practicable  to  cover  the  time  neces¬ 
sarily  spent  in  reporting  to  and  return¬ 
ing  from  the  pl^e  at  which  the  em¬ 
ployee  performs  such  overtime  or  holi¬ 
day  duty  when  such  travel  Is  performed 
solely  on  account  of  such  overtime  or 
holiday  duty.  Such  establishment  de¬ 
pends  upon  facts  within  the  knowledge 
of  the  Animal  and  Plant  Health  Inspec¬ 
tion  Service. 

It  is  to  the  benefit  of  the  public  that 
these  instructions  be  made  effective  at 
the  earliest  practicable  date.  Accord¬ 
ingly.  pursuant  to  5  UJ3.C.  553,  it  is 
found  upon  good  cause  that  notice  and 
public  procedure  on  these  instructions 
are  impracticable,  unnecessary,  and  con¬ 
trary  to  the  public  Interest,  and  good 
cause  is  found  for  making  them  effective 
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less  than  30  days  after  publication  In  the 
Federal  Register. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  30th 
day  of  June  1972. 

J.  M.  Hejl, 

Acting  Deputy  Administrator, 
Veterinary  Services.  Animal 
and  Plant  Health  Inspection 
Service. 

IFR  Doc.72-10430  Filed  7-«-72;8:61  am] 

Title  12— BANKS  AND  BANKING 

Chapter  II — Federal  Reserve  System 

SUBCHARTER  A — BOARD  OF  GOVERNORS  OF 
THE  FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 
[Reg.Yl 

PART  225— BANK  HOLDING 
COMPANIES 

Nonbanking  Activities  of  Bank 
Holding  Companies 
Correction 

In  F.R.  Doc.  72-8517  appearing  at  page 
11316  In  the  Issue  for  Wednesday,  June  7, 
1972,  the  second  and  third  paragraphs  In 
the  third  column  on  page  11316,  lettered 
“(c)”  and  “(b)”,  are  incorrect  and  should 
be  deleted. 

Title  14— AERONAUTICS  AND 
SPACE 

Chapter  I — Federal  Aviation  Adminis** 
Iration,  Department  of  Transportation 

(Airworthiness  Docket  No.  72-SW-26,  Arndt. 
39-1482] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 

Mooney  Model  M20  Series 

Amendment  39-1455  (37  F.R.  11462), 
A.D.  72-12-2  requires  lubricaticm  of  the 
flight  control  system  and  landing  gear 
system  rod  end  bearings  and  the  addi¬ 
tion  of  specific  grease  fittings  on  Mooney 
Model  M20  series  Edrplanes.  After  Issu¬ 
ing  Amendment  39-1455  the  agency 
determined  that  corrections  and  addi¬ 
tional  informaticm  are  necessary.  There¬ 
fore.  A.D.  72-12-2  is  being  amended  to 
provide  additional  information  and 
corrections. 

Since  this  amendment  provides  a  clar¬ 
ification  only  and  imposes  no  additional 
burden  on  any  person,  notice  and  public 
procedure  hereon  are  unnecessary  and 
the  amendment  may  be  made  effective  in 
less  than  30  days. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (31  F.R.  13697) , 
§  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations,  Amendment  39-1455  (37 
F.R.  11462),  A.D.  72-12-2  is  amended  as 
follows: 

(1)  Add  a  sentence  to  paragraph  (b) 
to  read  “New  links  are  not  required  if  the 
existing  installations  use  -13  links  which 
have  grease  fittings.” 

(2)  Add  a  sentence  to  the  note  to  read 
“Service  Bulletins  and  Service  Letters 


referenced  in  this  AD.  may  be  obtained 
from  Aerostar  Aircraft  Corp.,  Kerrville. 
Tex.” 

(3)  Add  new  revised  figiures  1  and  2. 


This  amendment  becomes  effective 
July  10,  1972. 


(Sec.  313(a),  601,  603,  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958,  49  U.S.O.  1354(a),  1421,  1423;  sec. 
6(c),  Department  of  Transportation  Act,  49 
U.S.C.  1655(c) ) 

Issued  in  Fort  Worth,  Tex.,  on  June  27, 
1972. 

Henry  L.  Newman, 
Director,  Southwest  Region. 
[FR  Doc.72-10293  FUed  7-6-72;8:45  am] 

(Docket  No.  72-80-69,  Arndt.  39-1478] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 

Piper  Model  PA-28,  PA-28R,  PA-32, 
and  PA-34  Airplanes 

There  have  been  reports  of  insuffl- 
ciently  torqued  stabilator  hinge  fitting 
attachment  bolts  on  Piper  airplanes 
that  could  result  in  loose  stabilator  hinge 
fittings.  Since  this  conditicHi  is  likely  to 
exist  in  other  airplanes  of  similar  type 
design,  an  airworthiness  directive  is 
being  issued  to  require  retorquing  of  the 
stabilator  hinge  fitting  attachment 
bolts. 

Since  a  situation  exists  that  requires 
immedate  adoption  of  this  regulation,  it 
is  found  that  notice  and  public  procedure 
hereon  are  impracticable  and  good  cause 
exists  for  making  this  amendment  ef¬ 
fective  in  less  tlian  30  days. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegate  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (31  F.R.  13697) , 
§  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  is  amended  by  adding  the 
following  new  airworthiness  directive: 
Pipes.  Applies  to  the  following  airplanes 
certificated  In  aU  categories: 

PA-28-140  _  Serial  Nos.  28-20001 

through  28-7225389. 

PA-28-150/-160/  Serial  Nos.  28-03  and 

-180.  28-1  through  28- 

7205256. 

PA-28-235  .  Serial  Nos.  28-10001 

through  28-7210018. 

PA-28R-180  _  Serial  Nos.  28R-30002 

through  28R-7130013. 

PA-28R-200  .  Serial  Nos.  28R-35001 

through  28-R- 
7235217. 


PA-32-260  .......  Serial  Nos.  32-03,  32-04 

and  32-1  through  32- 
7200031. 

PA-32-300  .  Serial  Nos.  32-15,  32-21 

and  32-40000  through 
32-7240103. 

PA-34-200  . -  Serial  Nos.  34-E4  and 

34-7250001  through 
34^7250242. 


Ck>mpliance  required  within  the  next  100 
hours  time  in  service  after  the  effective  date 
of  this  AD,  unless  already  accomplished. 

To  Insure  properly  tightened  bolts  on  the 
stabilator  hinge  attachment  fittings,  which 
are  secured  to  the  aft  fuselage  bulkhead,  ac¬ 
complish  the  foUowlng: 

(a)  Remove  tall  cone  fairing  and  closeout 
panel  from  aft  fuselage  bulkhead  to  gain 
access  to  the  twelve  (12)  fitting  attachment 
nuts.  There  are  six  bolts  and  nuts  per  fitting. 

(b)  Inspect  around  bolt  boles  In  biUkhead 
and  fitting  for  cracks,  deformation,  or  other 
damage. 

(c)  Torque  nuts  to  a  value  of  36-40-lnch 
pounds  and  reinstall  closeout  panel  and  tail 
cone  fairing. 

Piper  Service  Letter  No.  614  pertains  to 
this  same  subject. 

This  amendmmt  becomes  effective 
July  7,  1972. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601,  603,  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958,  49  US.C.  1354(a).  1421,  1423;  sec. 
6(o),  Department  of  Transportation  Act,  49 
US.C.  1655(0)) 

Issued  in  East  Point,  Georgia,  on  Jime 
23, 1972. 

Duane  W.  Freer, 
Acting  Director.  Southern  Region. 

(FR  Doc.72-10384  Filed  7-6-72:8:47  am] 

(Docket  No.  10954,  Arndt.  61-58] 

PART  61~CERTIFICATION:  PILOTS 
AND  FLIGHT  INSTRUCTORS 

PracHcal  Test  for  Glider  Rating 

The  purpose  of  these  amendments  to 
Part  61  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  is  to  provide  that  an  applicant  for 
a  private,  commercial,  or  flight  instruc¬ 
tor  certificate  with  a  glider  rating  may, 
in  his  practical  test,  perform  either 
ground  tow  or  aero  tow,  subject  to  having 
an  appropriate  corresponding  endorse¬ 
ment  placed  on  his  certificate. 

Interested  persons  have  been  afforded 
an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the 
making  of  these  amendments  by  a  no¬ 
tice  of  proposed  rule  making  (Notice 
71-9)  issued  on  March  22.  1971,  and 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
March  26,  1971  (36  F.R.  5707) .  Due  con¬ 
sideration  has  been  given  to  all  com¬ 
ments  presented  in  response  to  that 
notice. 

Thirty-three  comments  were  received 
in  response  to  the  notice  from  the  public, 
including  soaring  societies,  a  glider 
club,  associations,  businesses,  flight  in¬ 
structors,  and  pilots.  Thirty  commenta¬ 
tors  concurred  in  the  proposal  with,  in 
a  few  cases,  suggest^  changes.  One 
commentator,  who  did  not  object  to  the 
proposal  as  concerns  private  pilots, 
favored  retaining  the  requirement  that 
both  groimd  tow  and  aero  tow  be  re¬ 
quired  for  a  commercial  pilot  certificate 
since  the  skill  requirements  for  that 
certificate  are,  in  his  opinion,  too  lax, 
and  the  experience  gained  in  performing 
both  kinds  of  tows  significantly  Im- 
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proves  the  skill  of  the  pilot.  Several 
commentators  made  suggestions  that 
are  beyond  the  scope  of  the  notice. 
Thus,  one  commentator,  who  favored 
elimination  of  auto  tow  for  commercial 
pilot  applicants,  suggested  that  a  flight 
instructor’s  endorsement  should  be  ac¬ 
cepted  histead  of  a  check  of  the  kind 
of  tow  by  the  FAA  or  an  examiner;  three 
commentators  recommended  that  a  log¬ 
book  record  or  flight  instructor  endorse¬ 
ment  be  accepted  for  removal  of  the 
limitation  as  to  kind  of  tow  where  only 
one  kind  of  tow  was  performed  origi¬ 
nally;  and  others  suggested  that  a  stu¬ 
dent  pilot  certificate  should  be  endorsed 
as  to  the  kind  of  tow,  or  that  provision 
should  be  made  for  “self -launch”  gliders. 
The  FAA  will  keep  these  recommenda¬ 
tions  imder  consideration  for  rule  mak¬ 
ing  at  a  future  time. 

As  stated  in  the  notice,  the  burden  of 
the  current  requirement  to  demonstrate 
both  kinds  of  tows  can  be  removed  with¬ 
out  adverse  effect  on  safety  by  issuing 
certiflcates  with  glider  ratings  limited 
to  the  kind  of  glider  tow  competently 
performed  in  the  practical  test  where 
only  one  kind  of  tow  was  performed. 
Also,  a  number  of  concurring  conunents 
asserted  that  a  ground  tow  is  now  seldom 
performed  because  it  is  more  disruptive 
of  other  operations  at  active  airports, 
and  some  asserted  that  it  requires  a 
higher  degree  of  pilot  skill  and  is  a  more 
hazardous  operation  unless  regularly 
performed.  Accordingly,  as  proposed, 
these  amendments  remove  the  require¬ 
ment  for  demonstrating  both  kinds  of 
tows  in  the  practical  test  for  any  certif¬ 
icate  issued  with  a  glider  rating,  and 
provide  for  appropriate  limitation  on 
the  certificate  when  only  one  kind  of 
tow  is  performed.  They  also  provide  for 
removal  of  the  limitation  endorsement 
when  the  certiflcate  holder  performs  the 
other  kind  of  tow  competently.  For  the 
purpose  of  clarity,  it  is  specifically  pro¬ 
vided  that  the  latter  showing  must  1^ 
made  to  an  FAA  inspector  or  designated 
examiner. 

The  notice  used  the  term  “airplane 
tow,”  as  did  the  sections  being  amended. 
However,  §  61.47(f)  uses  “aero  tow,”  that 
is  a  term  of  reference  more  generally  in 
public  use.  Therefore,  in  the  interest  of 
uniformity,  the  latter  terminology  is  used 
throughout  these  amendments. 

Notice  72-9,  Issued  March  16,  1972  (37 
F.R.  6012;  March  23,  1972),  proposing 
comprehensive  revisions  to  Part  61,  in¬ 
cluded  the  substance  of  these  changes  as 
well  as  additional  proposed  requirements, 
to  make  the  glider  requirements  con¬ 
sistent  with  other  portions  of  the  com¬ 
prehensive  revision.  Adoption  of  that 
revision  may  occur  at  a  considerably 
later  date,  and  it  has  been  determined 
to  issue  these  amendments  now,  with¬ 
out  waiting  for  flnal  action  on  Notice 
72-9,  so  as  to  accomplish  their  purpose 
at  the  present  time. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
61  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
is  amended,  effective  August  7,  1972,  as 
follows: 

1.  By  amending  paragraph  (b)(1)  (ill) 
of  S  61.95  to  read  as  follows: 


§  61.95  Glider  rating:  aeronautical  skill. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(b)  •  •  • 

(!)••• 

(iii)  Ground  tow  and  aero  tow.  How¬ 
ever,  if  only  one  kind  of  tow  is  performed 
the  pilot  certiflcate  is  endorsed  “ground 
tow  only”  or  “aero  tow  only,”  as  appro¬ 
priate.  niis  endorsement  is  removed 
when  the  certiflcate  holder  performs  the 
other  kind  of  tow  competently  before 
an  FAA  inspector  or  designated 
examiner. 

•  «  •  *  « 

2.  By  adding  a  new  paragraph  (c)  in 
§  61.101  to  read  as  follows: 

§  61.101  General  privileges  and  limita¬ 
tions. 

•  »  •  *  * 

(c)  Glider.  The  holder  of  a  private  pi¬ 
lot  certiflcate  (glider)  endorsed  “ground 
tow  only”  or  “aero  tow  only”  may  not  act 
as  pilot  in  command  of  a  glider  that  is 
carrying  passengers  unless  that  kind  of 
tow  is  used  for  the  flight. 

3.  By  amending  paragraph  (b)(1)  of 
§  61.125  to  read  as  follows: 

§  61.125  Glider  rating:  aeronautical 
skUl. 

«  •  •  *  t 

(b)  •  *  • 

(1)  Phase  I — basic  techniques: 

(1)  Preflight  check  and  oral  equip¬ 
ment  test. 

(ii)  Preflight  operations. 

(iii)  Ground  tow  and  aero  tow.  How¬ 
ever,  if  only  one  kind  of  tow  is  performed 
the  pilot  certiflcate  is  endorsed  “ground 
tow  only”  or  “aero  tow  only,”  as  ap¬ 
propriate.  This  endorsement  is  removed 
when  the  certiflcate  holder  performs  the 
other  kind  of  tow  competently  before 
an  FAA  inspector  or  designated 
examiner. 

(iv)  180*  approaches  to  landings  in 
the  direction  of  the  prescribed  traffic 
pattern  flow,  landing  within  100  feet 
beyond  a  designated  line  or  mark. 

*  •  •  •  • 

4.  By  amending  paragraph  (a)  and 
adding  new  paragraph  (d)  in  S  61.131  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  61.131  General  privileges  and  limita¬ 
tions. 

(a)  Subject  to  §  61.16  and  paragraphs 
(b),  (c),  and  (d)  of  this  section,  a  com¬ 
mercial  pilot  may  act  as  pilot  in  com¬ 
mand  of  an  aircraft  that  is  carrying 
passengers  or  property  for  compensation 
or  hire,  and  may  for  compensation  or 
hire  act  as  pilot  in  command  of  an  air¬ 
craft. 

•  •  •  •  * 

(d)  The  holder  of  a  commercial  pilot 
certiflcate  (glider)  endorsed  “ground 
tow  only”  or  “aero  tow  only”  may  not 
act  as  pilot  in  command  of  a  glider  that 
is  carrying  passengers  or  being  operated 
for  compensation  or  hire  unless  that 
kind  of  tow  is  used  for  the  flight. 

5.  By  amending  paragraph  (b)(4)  in 
§  61.173,  to  read  as  follows: 

§61.173  Arronautiral  skill. 

•  •  •  #  • 

(b)  •  •  • 

(4)  Glider: 


(i)  Preflight  operations. 

(ii)  Groimd  tow  and  aero  tow.  How¬ 
ever,  if  only  one  kind  of  tow  is  performed 
the  flight  instructor  certificate  is  en¬ 
dorsed  “ground  tow  only”  or  “aero  tow 
only,”  as  appropriate.  This  endorsement 
is  removed  when  the  certiflcate  holder 
performs  the  other  kind  of  tow  compe¬ 
tently  before  an  FAA  inspector  or  desig¬ 
nated  examiner. 

(iii)  Stalls  and  slow  flight. 

(iv)  Accuracy  180“  approaches  and 
landings. 

(V)  Spins.  (The  insjjector  may  accept 
a  logbook  record  of  spin  flight  instruc¬ 
tion  in  gliders  or  light  airplanes  in  lieu  of 
a  demonstration.  Such  a  record  must  in¬ 
dicate  that  the  applicant  has  demon¬ 
strated  satisfactory  entries  and  recover¬ 
ies  from  spins  in  both  directions,  and 
shall  be  certified  by  the  flight  instructor 
who  conducted  the  flight  instruction.) 

(vi)  Spirals. 

«  •  •  •  « 

6.  By  adding  a  new  paragraph  (g)  in 
§  61.180  to  read  as  follows: 

§  61.180  Limitations. 

«  •  •  *  • 

(g)  The  holder  of  a  flight  instructor 
certiflcate  with  a  glider  rating  that  is 
endorsed  “ground  tow  only”  or  “aero 
tow  only”  may  not  exercise  the  privi¬ 
leges  of  that  certiflcate  in  the  opera¬ 
tion  of  a  glider  unless  that  kind  of  tow 
is  used  for  the  flight. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601,  602,  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958;  49  U.S.C.  13S4(a),  1421,  1422;  sec. 
6(c),  Department  of  Transportation  Act; 
49  U.S.C.  1655(c) ) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on 
June  29,  1972. 

J.  H.  Shaffer, 
Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.72-10382  Filed  7-6-72:8:48  am) 

{Airspace  Docket  No.  72-80-68] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES, 
CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  RE¬ 
PORTING  POINTS 

Alteration  of  Transition  Area 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  to 
Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  is  to  alter  the  Americus,  Ga., 
transition  area. 

The  Americus  transition  area  Is  de¬ 
scribed  in  §  71.181  (37  F.R.  2143) .  In  the 
description,  an  extension  Is  predicated 
on  the  047*  bearing  from  the  Southern 
RBN  (lat.  32°07'00"  N.,  long.  84°11'30" 
W.).  Because  of  a  change  in  the  pro¬ 
posed  location  of  Southern  RBN  to  lat. 
32°06'39"  N.,  long.  84“11'07"  W.,  the 
flnal  approach  bearing  was  changed  to 
041“.  It  is  necessary  to  alter  the  descrip¬ 
tion  to  reflect  the  location  of  the  RBN 
and  redesignate  the  extension  to  the 
041*  bearing.  Since  these  amendments 
are  minor  in  nature,  notice  and  public 
procedure  hereon  are  unnecessary. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
is  amended,  effective  immediately,  as 
hereinafter  set  forth. 

In  §  71.181  (37  F.R.  2143),  the  Ameri¬ 
cus,  Ga.,  transition  area  is  amended  as 
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follows:  •  047*  bearing  from 

Southern  RL  '7  (lat.  32*07'00"  N.,  long. 
84*11'30"  W.)  •  •  •”  is  deleted  and 
«*  •  •  041*  bearing  from  Southern  RBN 
(lat.  32*06'39"  N.,  long.  84°11'07"  W.) 
•  •  ’"is  substituted  therefor. 

(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958, 
49  UJ3.C.  1348(a);  sec.  6(c),  Department  of 
Transportation  Act,  49  UJ3.C.  1655(c) ) 

Issued  in  E)ast  Point.  Ga.,  on  June  27. 
1972. 

Duane  W.  Freer, 
Acting  Director,  Southern  Region. 
(FR  Doc.72-10380  FUed  7-6-72;8:47  am] 


(Airspace  Docket  No.  72-60-45] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES, 
CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  RE¬ 
PORTING  POINTS 


Designation  of  Control  Zone  and 
Alteration  of  Transition  Area 


On  May  19,  1972,  a  notice  of  pn^xised 
rule  making  was  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  (37  F.R.  10077),  stating 
that  the  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  was  ccHisidering  an  amendment  to 
Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  that  would  designate  the  Tupelo, 
Miss.,  control  zone  and  alter  the  Tupelo, 
Miss.,  transition  area. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule 
making  through  the  submission  of 
comments.  All  comments  received  were 
favorable. 

In  ccmsideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
is  amended,  effective  0901  Gjn.t.,  Sep¬ 
tember  14,  1972,  as  hereinafter  set  foiiii. 

In  §  71.171  (37  FR.  2056),  the  follow¬ 
ing  control  zone  is  added: 

Tupelo,  Miss. 

Within  a  5-mlle  radius  of  C.  D.  Lemons 
Municipal  Airport  (lat.  34”15'32"  N.,  long. 
88°45’33"  W.);  within  3  miles  each  side  of 
Tupelo  VOB  214*  radial,  extending  from  the 
5-mUe-radius  zone  to  8.5  mUes  southwest  of 
the  VOR.  This  control  zone  is  effective  from 
0700  to  2130  hours,  local  time,  Monday 
through  Friday;  0700  to  2000  hours,  local 
time,  Saturday,  and  1100  to  2130  hours,  local 
time,  Sunday. 


In  §  71.181  (37  F.R.  2143),  the  Tupelo, 
Miss.,  transition  area  is  amended  as  fol¬ 
lows:  »•  •  •  (latitude  34*15'30"  N.. 
longitude  88“45'55"  W.)  *  •  •”  is  deleted 
and  “*  *  •  (latitude  34*15'32"  N..  longi¬ 
tude  88°45'32"  W.)  •  *  •”  is  substituted 
therefor, 

(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958, 
49  UR.C.  1348(a);  sec.  6(c),  Department  of 
Transportation  Act,  49  U.S.C.  1655(c)) 


Issued  in  East  Point,  Ga.,  on  June  23, 
1972. 


W.  B.  Rucker, 

Acting  Director,  Southern  Region. 

[FR  Doc.72-10381  Filed  7-6-72;8:47  am] 


[Docket  No.  12036,  Arndt.  817] 

PART  97— STANDARD  INSTRUMENT 
APPROACH  PROCEDURES 

Miscellaneous  Amendments 

This  amendment  to  Part  97  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  incorpo¬ 


rates  by  reference  therein  changes  and 
additions  to  the  Standard  Instrument 
Approach  Procedures  (SIAP’s)  that  were 
recently  adopted  by  the  Administrator 
to  promote  safety  at  the  airports 
concerned. 

The  complete  SIAP’s  for  the  changes 
and  ^additions  covered  by  this  amend¬ 
ment  are  described  in  FAA  Forms  3139, 
8260-3, 8260-4,  or  8260-5  and  made  a  part 
of  the  public  rule  making  dockets  of  the 
FAA  in  accordance  with  the  procedures 
set  forth  in  Amendment  No.  97-696  (35 
F.R.  5609) , 

SIAP’s  are  available  for  examination  at 
the  Rules  Docket  and  at  the  National 
Plight  Data  Center,  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration,  800  Independence  Avenue 
SW.,  Washington,  DC  20591.  Copies  of 
SIAP’s  adopted  in  a  particular  region  are 
also  available  for  examination  at  the 
headquarters  of  that  region.  Individual 
copies  of  SIAP’s  may  be  purchased  from 
the  FAA  Public  Document  Inspection  Fa¬ 
cility,  HQ-405,  800  Independence  Avenue 
SW.,  Wsi^ington,  DC  20591,  or  from  the 
applicable  FAA  regional  office  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  fee  schedule  prescribed  in 
49  CFR  7.85.  This  fee  is  payable  in  ad¬ 
vance  and  may  be  paid  by  check,  draft, 
or  postal  money  order  payable  to  the 
Treasurer  of  the  United  States.  A  weekly 
transmittal  of  all  SLAP  changes  and 
additions  may  be  obtained  by  subscrip¬ 
tion  at  an  annual  rate  of  $125  per  annum 
from  the  Superintendent  of  Dociunents, 
U.S.  Government  Printing  Office,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20402. 

Since  a  situation  exists  that  requires 
immediate  adoption  of  this  amendment, 
I  find  that  further  notice  and  public  pro¬ 
cedure  hereon  is  impracticable  and  good 
cause  exists  for  making  it  effective  in 
less  than  30  days. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
97  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  is 
amended  as  follows,  effective  on  the  dates 
specified: 

Section  97.23  is  amended  by  establish¬ 
ing,  revising,  or  canceling  the  following 
VOR-VOR,/DME  SIAP’s,  effective  July 
20,  1972: 

BrownsvUIe,  Tex. — Brownsville  International 
Airport;  VOR  Runway  26,  Arndt.  12; 
Revised. 

2.  Section  97.23  is  amended  by  estab¬ 
lishing,  revising,  or  canceling  the  follow¬ 
ing  VOR-VOR/DME  SIAP’s,  effective 
August  3,  1972: 

Ames,  Iowa — Ames  Municipal  Airport;  VOR/ 
DME  Runway  31,  Original;  Established. 
Anderson,  Ind. — Anderson  Municipal  Airport; 

VOR-A,  Arndt.  1;  Revised. 

Bloomington.  Ill. — Bloomington-Normal  Air¬ 
port;  VOR  Runway.  11,  Arndt.  3;  Revised. 
Bloomington,  111. — Bloomington-Normal  Air¬ 
port;  VOR  Runway  21.  Arndt.  9;  Revised. 
Bloomington,  Ill. — Bloomington-Normal  Air¬ 
port;  VOR  Runway  29,  Arndt.  3;  Revised. 
Lawrencevllle,  Va. — LawrencevUle  Municipal 
Airport;  VOR-A,  Arndt.  2;  Revised. 
Lewlsburg,  W.  Va. — Greenbrier  Valley  Air¬ 
port;  VOR-A,  Arndt.  3;  Revised. 

Moab,  Utah — Canyonlands  Field;  VOR-A, 
Arndt.  3;  Revised. 

Monongabela,  Pa. — ^Rostraver  Airport;  VOR- 
A,  Arndt.  1;  Revised. 

Ruston,  La. — Ruston  Mimiclpal  Airport; 
VOR/DME-A,  Arndt.  4;  Revised. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  37,  NO.  131 — FRIDAY,  JULY 


Santa  Monica,  Calif. — Santa  Monica  Munici¬ 
pal  Airport;  VOR-A,  Arndt.  1;  Revised. 
Santa  Monica,  Calif. — Santa  Monica  Munici¬ 
pal  Airport;  VOR  Runway  3,  Arndt. 
4;  Revised. 

Waterloo,  Iowa — Waterloo  Municipal  Airport; 

VOR  Runway  18,  Arndt.  1;  Revised. 

White  Sulphur  Springs,  W.  Va. — Greenbrier 
Airport;  VOR-A,  Arndt.  8;  Revised. 

3.  Section  97.25  is  amended  by  estab¬ 
lishing,  revising  or  canceling  the  follow¬ 
ing  SDF-LOC-LDA  SIAP’s,  effective 
July  20,  1972: 

Brownsville,  Tex. — BrownsvUIe  International 
Airport;  LOG  Runway  13R,  Arndt.  2;  Can¬ 
celed. 

4.  Section  97.25  is  amended  by  estab¬ 
lishing,  revising,  or  canceling  the  follow¬ 
ing  SDF-LOC-LDA  SIAP’s,  effective 
August  3,  1972: 

Indianapolis,  Ind. — Indlans^olls  Municipal 
(Weir  Cook)  Airport;  LOC  (BC)  Runway 
22R.  Arndt.  11;  Revised. 

Lewlsburg,  W.  Va. — Greenbrier  Valley  Air¬ 
port;  LOC  Runway  4,  Arndt.  1;  Revised. 

5.  Section  97.27  is  amended  by  estab¬ 
lishing.  revising,  or  canceling  the  follow¬ 
ing  NDB/ADF  SIAP’s,  effective  July  20, 
1972: 

BrownsvUIe,  Tex. — Brownsville  International 
Airport;  NDB  Runway  13R,  Arndt.  3; 
Revised. 

6.  Section  97.27  is  amended  by  estab¬ 
lishing,  revising,  or  canceling  the  follow¬ 
ing  NDB/ADF  SIAP’s,  effective  August  3, 
1972: 

Ames,  Iowa — Ames  Municipal  Airport;  NDB 
Runway  31,  Arndt.  4;  Revised. 

Anderson,  Ind. — Anderson  Municipal  Airport; 

NDB  Runway  12,  Arndt.  5;  Revised. 

Aniak,  Alaska — Anlak  Airport;  NDB  Rimway 
28,  Arndt.  4;  Revised. 

Arlington,  Wash. — ^Arlington  Airport;  NDB-A, 
Original;  Established. 

Houston,  Tex. — Spaceland  Airpark;  NDB 
(ADF)  Runway  31,  Arndt.  2;  Canceled. 

Le  Mars,  Iowa — Le  Mars  Municipal  Airport; 

NDB  Runway  18,  Arndt,  2;  Revised, 
Lewlsburg,  W.  Va. — Greenbrier  Valley  Air¬ 
port;  NDB  Runway  4,  Arndt.  2;  Revised. 
Minneapolis,  Minn. — ^Minneapolls-St.  Paul 
Internatlonal/Wold  Chamberlain,  Airport; 
NDB  Runway  29L,  Arndt.  15;  Revised. 
Minneapolis,  Minn. — Mlnneapolis-St.  Paul 
Intematlonal/Wold  Chamberlain  Airport; 
NDB  Runway  29R,  Arndt.  3;  Revised. 
Salem,  Ill. — Salem  Leckrone  Airport;  NDB 
Runway  18,  Arndt.  2;  Revised. 

WhlteUeld,  N.H.— Whitefleld  Regional  Air¬ 
port;  NDB  Runway  10,  Arndt.  1;  Revised. 

7.  Section  97.29  is  amended  by  estab¬ 
lishing,  revising,  or  canceling  the  follow¬ 
ing  ILS  SIAP’s,  effective  July  20.  1972: 

BrownsvUIe,  Tex. — BrownsvUIe  International 
Airport;  ILS  Runway  13R,  Original;  Estab¬ 
lished. 

8.  Section  97.29  Is  amended  by  estab¬ 
lishing,  revising,  or  canceling  the  follow¬ 
ing  ILS  SIAP’s,  effective  August  3,  1972 : 

Indianapolis,  Ind. — ^Indianapolis  Municipal 
(Weir  Cook)  Airport;  ILS  Runway  4L, 
Arndt.  14;  Revised. 

Medford,  Oreg. — Medford-Jackson  County 
Airport;  ILS  Runway  14,  Arndt.  4;  Revised. 

9.  Section  97.33  is  amended  by  estab¬ 
lishing,  revising,  or  canceling  the  follow¬ 
ing  RNAV  SIAP’s,  effective  August  3, 
1972: 
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Wichita.  Kans. — Beech  Factory  Airport; 
RNAV  Runway  36,  Arndt.  1;  Revised. 

(Secs.  307, 313,  601, 1110,  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958;  40  UB.C.  1438,  1364,  1421,  1510;  sec. 
6(c),  Department  of  Transportation  Act,  49 
XJ.S.C.  1656(c),  6  U.S.C.  652(a)(1)) 


Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  June  28, 


1972. 


J.  A.  Ferrarese, 
Acting  Director, 
Flight  Standards  Service. 


Note  :  Incorporation  by  reference  pro¬ 
visions  in  §§  97.10  and  97.20  (35  P.R. 
5610),  approved  by  the  Director  of  the 
Federal  Register  on  May  12,  1969. 

(FR  Doc.72-10290  Filed  7-6-72:8:45  amj 


Chapter  11 — Civil  Aeronautics  Board 
SUBCHAPTER  A — ECONOMIC  REGULATIONS 
[Docket  No.  23416;  Reg.  ERr-747,  Arndt.  141 

PART  288— EXEMPTION  OF  AIR  CAR¬ 
RIERS  FOR  MILITARY  TRANSPORTA¬ 
TION 

Minimum  Rates  for  Logair  and 
Quicktrans  Domestic  Cargo  Charter 
Services 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C., 
on  the  30th  day  of  June  1972. 

By  Amendment  No.  13  to  Part  288  of 
the  Board’s  Regulation,’  the  Board  estab¬ 
lished  revised  minimum  rates  effective 
July  1.  1971,  for  Logair  and  Quicktrans 
domestic  cargo  charters.  For  the  period 
August  16-November  13,  1971,  for  op¬ 
erations  for  which  rates  would  have  been 
increased,  the  Board  reestablished  the 
temporary  rates  in  effect  during  the  pe¬ 
riod  July  16-August  14,  1971.  The  action 
precluding  rate  increases  was  taken  pur¬ 
suant  to  a  ruling  of  the  Cost  of  Living 
Council,  dated  November  18,  1971.  How¬ 
ever,  based  upon  information  that  a 
carrier  request  for  a  different  ruling  was 
pending  before  the  Coimcil,  the  Board 
stated  that  if  the  carrier’s  request  were 
granted  the  Board  would  entertain  peti¬ 
tions  for  reconsideration  of  such  freeze- 
period  rates. 

By  letter  dated  Jime  14,  1972,  in  re- 
spionse  to  a  notification  by  the  Board 
of  the  final  rule  amending  Part  288,  the 
General  Coimsel  of  the  Cost  of  Living 
Coimcil  informed  the  Chairman  of  the 
Board  that  subsequent  to  its  ruling  to 
the  Board,  because  of  an  action  of  Con¬ 
gress  amending  the  Economic  Stabili¬ 
zation  Act  of  1970,  and  subsequent  Cost 
of  Living  Council /Price  Commission 
rulings,  the  previous  letter  ruling  to  the 
Board  is  no  longer  valid  and  conse¬ 
quently  suggests  that  the  Board  may 
wish  to  allow  reconsideration  of  its  award 
for  services  provided  by  Logair  and 
Quicktrans  during  the  freeze  period. 

A  recent  ruling  *  of  the  Council/Price 


>  ER-733,  adopted  May  11,  1972,  effective 
July  1, 1971. 

‘Price  Commission  Ruling  1972-184;  Cost 
of  Living  Council  Ruling  1972-54,  dated 
June  6,  1972,  approved  by  the  General  Coun¬ 
sel,  Department  of  the  Treasury,  June  6, 
1972. 


Commission  involves  a  request  made  by 
a  mail  contractor  in  May  1971,  to  the 
Postal  Service  for  compensation  for  un¬ 
expected  cost  increases.  ’The  requests 
were  neither  granted  nor  denied  before 
August  15,  1971,  due  to  the  transition 
problems  occurring  within  the  Post 
Office.  The  Council/Price  Commission 
ruled,  regarding  the  compensation  for 
services  rendered  during  the  August  15- 
November  13,  1971,  period,  that  the  con¬ 
tractor  can  collect  increased  payments 
for  this  period  since  it  had  performed 
services  during  the  pre- August  14.  1971, 
period  at  a  higher  price,  the  ceiling  price 
during  the  freeze  being  the  higher  price 
subsequently  granted  by  the  Post  Office. 

In  idew  of  the  letter  and  the  June  6. 
1972,  ruling  of  the  Council/Price  Com¬ 
mission,  the  Board  has  decided  to  re¬ 
consider  on  its  own  motion  the  matter 
of  the  applicable  rates  for  the  freeze 
period  of  August  16-November  13,  1971. 

The  imposition  for  the  freeze  period, 
August  16,  1971,  through  November  13, 
1971,  of  the  temporary  rates  that  were 
in  effect  diulng  the  2  months  immedi¬ 
ately  prior  to  the  freeze  period  was  made 
in  conformance  with  rulings  and  regula¬ 
tions  of  the  Cost  of  Living  Coimcil  and 
the  Price  Commission  in  effect  at  that 
time.  The  Councll/Prlce  Commission  has 
recently  changed  its  ruling.  It  is  clear 
that  the  Council /Price  Commission’s 
June  6,  1972,  ruling  is  applicable  to  a 
situation  similar  to  that  involved  in  the 
revised  minimum  rates  for  Logair  and 
Quicktrans  domestic  cargo  charter  serv¬ 
ices  and  so  construed  by  the  Council/ 
Price  Commission.  Absent  the  freeze 
limitation  on  increases,  the  Board  would 
have  made  effective  the  same  rate  for 
the  freeze  period  that  was  established 
effective  July  1.  1971,  up  to  and  after 
the  freeze  period. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  the 
Board  hereby  amends  Part  288  of  the 
Economic  Regulations  (14  CFR  Part 
288),  effective  July  1,  1971,  by  revising 
!  288.7(b)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  288.7  Reasonable  level  of  eompensa- 

tion. 

•  •  •  •  * 

(b)  For  Logair  and  Quicktrans  serv¬ 
ices,  other  than  specified  in  paragraph 
(c)  of  this  section: 

(1)  For  services  provided  on  and  after 
July  1, 1971: 


Linehsal  rate  per 
Course-flown  Rate  per 
Aircraft  type  statute  mile  dirKted 


Logair  Quicktrans 


DC-9-30 .  $1.6319  $1.7843  $180 

L-188C .  1.6319  1.7843  160 

L-100-20/30 .  1.8768  2.0713  160 

AW-680 .  1.7111  .  128 

DC-6A .  1.1838  1.1836  128 

DC-8-61  F .  2.4684  2.6390  276 


•  •  •  •  • 


(Secs.  204,  403,  416,  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1968,  as  amended;  72  Stat.  743,  768,  771,  as 
amended;  49  UJ3.C.  1324, 1373, 1386) 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[SEALl  Harry  J.  Zink, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-10416  Filed  7-6-72;8:50] 


Title  21— FOOD  AND  DRUGS 

Chapter  I — Food  and  Drug  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Department  of  Health,  Edu¬ 
cation,  and  Welfare 
SUBCHAPTER  B — FOOD  AND  FOOD  PRODUCTS 

PART  19— CHEESES,  PROCESSED 
CHEESES,  CHEESE  FOODS,  CHEESE 
SPREADS,  AND  RELATED  FOODS 

Certain  Cheese  Products;  Labeling 
Requirements 

In  the  matter  of  amending  the  stand¬ 
ards  of  identity  for  pasteurized  process 
cheese,  pasteurized  process  cheese  food, 
pasteurized  process  cheese  spread,  cream 
cheese  with  other  foods,  pasteurized 
Neufchatel  cheese  spread  with  other 
foods,  cold-pack  cheese,  cold-pack  cheese 
food,  and  grated  American  cheese  food 
(21  CTR  19.750,  19.765,  19.775,  19.782, 
19.783,  19.785,  19.787,  and  19.790) : 

A  notice  of  proposed  rule  making  in  the 
above-identified  matter  was  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  of  January  12, 1972 
(37  F.R.  468) ,  based  on  a  petition  filed  by 
the  National  CHieese  Institute,  Inc.,  110 
North  Franklin  Street,  Chicago,  HI. 
60606,  proposing  that:  (1)  The  full  name 
of  the  food  appear  on  the  principal  dis¬ 
play  panel  in  type  of  uniform  size,  style, 
and  color;  (2)  wherever  any  word  or 
statement  emphasizing  the  name  of  any 
ingredient  appears  on  the  label  (other 
than  in  the  ingredient  statement)  so  con¬ 
spicuously  as  to  be  easily  seen  under  cus¬ 
tomary  conditions  of  purchase,  the  full 
name  of  the  food  immediately  and  con¬ 
spicuously  precedes  or  follows  such  word 
or  statement  in  type  of  at  least  the  same 
size  as  the  type  of  such  word  or  state¬ 
ment;  and  (3)  optional  ingredients  be 
listed  conspicuously,  either  on  the  prin¬ 
cipal  display  panel  of  the  label  or  on  a 
single  appropriate  information  panel,  in 
accordance  with  specifications  that  are 
consistent  with  similar  specifications  for 
many  other  food  products. 

Three  comments  were  received  in  re¬ 
sponse  to  the  proposal,  each  of  which  ob¬ 
jected  to  certain  of  itj  provisions.  Issues 
raised  by  the  comments  are  as  follows: 

1.  The  requirement  that  the  name  of 
the  food  appear  in  type  of  uniform  color 
will  result  in  less  colorful  cheese  product 
labels,  to  the  detriment  of  the  industry. 

2.  'The  requirement  that  wherever  any 
word  or  statement  emphasizing  the  name 
of  any  ingredient  appears  conspicuously 
on  the  label  (other  than  in  the  ingredient 
statement)  the  full  name  of  the  food 
shall  follow  in  the  same  or  larger  type 
size  was  objected  to.  As  an  alternative 
it  was  suggested  that  the  name  of  the 
food  appear  in  type  size  at  least  one-half 
as  large  as  that  used  in  words  or  state¬ 
ments  emphasizing  the  presence  of  cer¬ 
tain  ingredients. 

3.  The  requirement  that  the  ingredi¬ 
ent  declaration  shall  be  arranged  in  lines 
parallel  to  the  base  on  which  the  con¬ 
tainer  rests  as  it  is  designed  to  be  dis¬ 
played  was  objected  to  as  being  unneces¬ 
sary  to  assure  the  legibility  and  promi¬ 
nence  of  such  declaration,  and  in  the  case 
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of  some  containers,  difficult  to  comply 
with. 

The  intent  of  the  National  Cheese 
Institute  propossd  was  to  correct  a  situa¬ 
tion  whereby  cheese  product  names,  e.g., 
“pasteurized  process  cheese  food”  or 
“pasteurized  process  cheese  spread,”  are 
sometimes  not  given  sufficient  emphasis, 
while  statements  identifying  cheese  in¬ 
gredients  contained,  e.g.,  “American”  or 
“Swiss,”  are  featured  prominently  on 
labels.  Further,  differences  in  the  size, 
style,  and  color  of  type  have  sometimes 
been  used  to  emphasize  the  word 
“cheese”  in  the  names  of  such  cheese 
products,  while  modifying  words  in  the 
name,  such  as  “pasteurized  process”  and 
“food”  or  “spread,”  are  relatively  incon¬ 
spicuous.  Relative  to  pasteurized  process 
cheese  food,  pasteurized  process  cheese 
spread  contains  less  cheese  and  more 
moisture;  consequently  it  is  a  less  expen¬ 
sive  food.  Similar  differences  exist  among 
other  processed  cheese  products.  It  is  the 
opinion  of  the  Commissioner  of  Food  and 
Drugs  that  all  words  in  the  name  of  the 
food  on  cheese  product  labels  should  be 
at  least  sis  prominent  as  any  statements 
regarding  ingredients  contained.  There¬ 
fore,  he  concludes  that  the  changes  to 
the  propossil  suggested  by  items  (1)  and 

(2)  above,  which  would  tend  to  make  the 
name  of  the  food  less  conspicuous,  should 
not  be  made. 

Regarding  the  requirement  that  the 
Ingredient  statement  be  arranged  in  lines 
parallel  to  the  base  on  which  the  con¬ 
tainer  rests,  the  Commissioner  concludes 
that  the  applicable  sections  of  Part  1  of 
this  chapter  should  apply  and  conspicu¬ 
ousness  will  be  Judged  by  these  require¬ 
ments.  Further  changes  have  been  made 
to  sp>ecify  the  minimum  size  type  in 
which  the  ingredient  statements  for  the 
affected  cheese  products  shall  appear  on 
labels,  and  to  require  that  the  ingredient 
statement  list  all  optional  ingredients 
used  in  the  foods,  with  the  exception  of 
artificial  coloring  in  pasteurized  process 
cheese  (§  19.750)  and  cold-pack  cheese 
(5  19.785).  The  Commissioner  recognizes 
that  there  is  consumer  interest  that  the 
labels  of  standardized  foods  bear  com¬ 
plete  information  of  the  ingredients  of 
the  food.  However,  while  authority  to 
require  declaration  of  optional  ingredi¬ 
ents  on  the  labels  of  standardized  foods 
exists  in  section  401  of  the  Federal  Food, 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act,  there  is  no 
statutory  authority  to  require  declara¬ 
tion  of  mandatory  Ingredients  on  such 
labels,  and  section  403 (k)  of  the  Act 
provides  that  the  use  of  artificial  color¬ 
ing  in  cheese  need  not  be  declared  on 
labels.  The  order  set  forth  below  requires 
declaration  of  optional  ingredients  by 
common  name,  but  permits  collective 
declarations  for  certain  classes  of  dairy 
Ingredients  where  they  are  reasonable 
and  meaningful  to  consumers.  For  ex¬ 
ample,  milk,  concentrated  milk,  and 
dried  milk  may  all  be  declared  as  “milk” 
in  the  ingredient  statement.  The  sources 
of  milk  solids  in  processed  cheese  prod¬ 
ucts  vary  from  day  to  day  depending 
on  factors  such  as  availability  and  price, 
and  there  is  no  detectable  difference  in 
the  finished  products  through  such 


variations  in  the  sources  of  milk  solids. 

A  provision  of  the  published  proposal 
was  that  the  declaration  that  a  cheese 
product  has  been  smoked,  or  contains 
added  spice  or  fiavoring,  need  not  appear 
adjacent  to  the  name  of  the  food  on 
the  principal  display  panel  or  panels  of 
the  label,  but  instead  should  appear  in 
the  ingredient  statement  on  an  appro¬ 
priate  information  panel.  The  Commis¬ 
sioner  concludes  that  the  addition  of 
spice  or  fiavoring,  or  the  smoking  process, 
would  serve  to  characterize  these  prod¬ 
ucts,  and  consumers  should  be  made 
aware  of  such  flavor  modifications  of  the 
foods  before  buying  them.  Accordingly, 
the  order  set  forth  below  retains  require¬ 
ments  presently  found  in  the  cheese 
product  standards  concerning  declara¬ 
tions  that  such  products  have  been 
smoked,  or  contsdn  added  spice  or  flavor¬ 
ing,  as  part  of  the  common  or  usual  name 
of  the  food. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  provisions  of 
the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act  (sections  401,  701,  52  Stat.  1046, 
1055-56,  as  amended  70  Stat.  919,  72 
Stat.  948;  21  U.S.C.  341,  371)  and  under 
authority  delegated  to  the  Commissioner 
(21  cm  2.120) :  It  is  ordered.  That  Part 
19  be  amended  as  follows: 

1.  In  §  19.750  by  revising  paragraphs 

(e)  and  (f)  and  by  adding  a  new  para¬ 
graph  (g) ,  as  follows: 

§  19.7!50  Pasteurized  process  cheese; 
identity;  label  statement  of  optional 
infiredients. 

*  •  *  *  • 

(e)  The  name  of  a  pasteurized  process 
cheese  for  which  a  definition  and  stand¬ 
ard  of  Identity  is  prescribed  by  this  sec¬ 
tion  is  as  follows: 

(1)  In  case  it  is  made  from  a  single 
variety  of  cheese,  its  name  is  “Pasteurized 

process _ cheese,”  the  blank 

being  filled  in  with  the  name  of  the  va¬ 
riety  of  cheese  used. 

(2)  m  case  it  is  made  from  two  or 
more  varieties  of  cheese,  its  name  is 

“Pasteurized  process  _  and 

_  cheese,”  or  “Pasteurized 

process _ blended  with _ 

_ cheese,”  or  “Pasteurized  process 

blend  of _ and - 

cheese,”  the  blanks  being  filled  in  with 
the  names  of  the  varieties  of  cheeses 
used,  in  order  of  predominance  by 
weight;  except  that: 

(i)  In  case  it  is  made  from  gruyere 
cheese  and  swiss  cheese,  and  the  weight 
of  gruyere  cheese  is  not  less  than  25 
percent  of  the  weight  of  both,  it  may  be 
designated  “Pasteurized  process  gruyere 
cheese”;  and 

(ii)  In  case  it  is  made  of  Cheddar 
cheese,  washed  curd  cheese,  colby  cheese, 
or  granular  cheese  or  any  mixture  of  two 
or  more  of  these,  it  may  be  designated 
“Pasteurized  process  American  cheese”; 
or  when  Cheddar  cheese,  washed  cur(i 
cheese,  colby  cheese,  granular  cheese,  or 
any  mixture  of  two  or  more  of  these  is 
combined  with  other  varieties  of  cheese 

■  in  the  cheese  ingredient,  any  of  such 
cheeses  or  such  mixture  may  be  desig¬ 
nated  as  “American  cheese.” 

The  full  name  of  the  food  shall  appear 
on  the  principal  display  panel  of  the 


label  in  type  of  uniform  size,  style,  and 
color.  Wherever  any  word  or  statement 
emphasizing  the  name  of  any  ingredi¬ 
ent  appears  on  the  label  (other  than  in 
an  Ingredient  statement  as  specified  in 
paragraph  (g)  of  this  section)  so  con¬ 
spicuously  as  to  be  easily  seen  imder  cus¬ 
tomary  conditions  of  purchase,  the  full 
name  of  the  food  shall  immediately  and 
conspicuously  precede  or  follow  such 
word  or  statement  in  type  of  at  least  the 
same  size  as  the  type  used  in  such  word 
or  statement. 

(f)  (1)  If  the  pasteurized  process 
cheese  is  smoked,  or  made  from  cheeses 
which  have  been  smoked,  the  word 
“smoked”  shall  precede  or  follow  the 
name  of  the  pasteurized  process  cheese 
or  name  of  the  cheese  ingredient  which 
was  smoked. 

(2)  If  it  contains  a  substance  prepared 
by  condensing  or  precipitating  wood 
smoke,  the  label  shall  bear  the  term 
“with  added  smoke  flavoring.” 

(3)  If  it  contains  spice,  the  label  shall 
bear  the  term  “spiced”  or  “spice  added” 
or  “with  added  spice,”  or  in  lieu  of  the 
word  “spice”  the  common  or  usual  name 
of  the  spice. 

(4)  If  it  contains  added  flavoring,  the 
label  shall  bear  the  statement  “flavoring 
added,”  “with  added  flavoring,”  or 

“flavored  with _ ,”  the  blank 

being  filled  In  with  the  common  or  usual 
name  of  the  flavoring  used;  if  the  flavor¬ 
ing  is  artificial,  the  word  “artificial”  shall 
precede  the  word  “flavoring,”  or  the 
word  “artificially”  shall  precede  the 
statement  “flavored  with _ ” 

(5)  Wherever  the  name  of  the  food 
appears  on  the  label  so  conspicuously 
as  to  be  easily  seen  under  customary 
conditions  of  purchase,  the  words  and 
statements  specified  by  this  paragraph 
shall  immediately  and  conspicuously 
precede  or  follow  such  name,  without 
intervening  written,  printed,  or  graphic 
matter. 

(g)  The  common  name  of  each  of  the 
Ingredients  used  shall  be  declared  on  the 
label  as  required  by  the  ^plicable  sec¬ 
tions  of  Part  1  of  this  chapter,  except 
that: 

(1)  Artificial  coloring  need  not  be 
declared. 

(2)  If  the  cheese  ingredient  contains 
Cheddar  cheese,  washed  curd  cheese, 
colby  cheese,  granular  cheese,  or  any 
mixture  of  two  or  more  of  these,  such 
cheese  or  such  mixture  may  be  desig¬ 
nated  as  “American  cheese.” 

Further,  the  declaration  of  the  ingredi¬ 
ents  as  set  forth  in  this  paragraph  shall 
appear  in  letters  not  less  than  one-half 
the  size  of  that  required  by  §  1.8b  of  this 
chapter  for  the  declaration  of  net  quan¬ 
tity  of  contents,  but  in  no  case  less  than 
one -sixteenth  of  an  inch  in  height. 

2.  In  §  19.760  by  adding  a  new  para¬ 
graph  (f ) ,  as  follows: 

§  19.760  Pasteurized  process  pimento 
cheese;  identity;  label  statement  of 
optional  ingredients. 

•  •  *  *  • 

(f)  The  mandatory  ingredient  pimen¬ 
to  need  not  be  declared  in  the  ingredi¬ 
ent  statement  required  by  S  19.750(g). 
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3.  In  S  19.765  as  follows: 

a.  In  the  third  sentence  of  paragraph 

(а)  (6)  by  substituting  “(h)  (6)  ”  for  “(f) 

(б) .” 

b.  By  revising  paragraphs  (f )  and  (g) 
and  by  adding  a  new  paragraph  (h), 
as  follows: 

§  19.765  Pasteurized  process  cheese 
food;  identity;  label  statement  of  op¬ 
tional  ingredients. 

•  •  •  *  • 

(f)  The  name  of  the  food  is  “Pasteur¬ 
ized  process  cheese  food.”  The  full  name 
of  the  food  shall  appear  on  the  principal 
display  panel  of  the  label  in  type  of  uni¬ 
form  size,  style,  and  color.  Wherever  any 
word  or  statement  emphasizing  the  name 
of  any  ingredient  appears  on  the  label 
(other  than  in  an  ingredient  statement 
as  specified  in  paragraph  (h)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion)  so  conspicuously  as  to  be  easily 
seen  under  customary  conditions  of  pur¬ 
chase,  the  full  name  of  the  food  shall 
immediately  and  conspicuously  precede 
or  follow  such  word  or  statement  in  type 
of  at  least  the  same  size  as  the  type  used 
in  such  word  or  statement. 

(g)  (1)  If  the  pasteurized  process 
cheese  food  is  smoked,  or  made  from 
cheeses  which  have  been  smoked,  the 
word  “smoked”  shall  precede  or  follow 
the  name  of  the  pasteurized  process 
cheese  food  or  the  name  of  the  cheese 
ingredient  which  was  smoked. 

(2)  If  it  contains  a  substance  prepared 
by  condensing  or  precipitating  wood 
smoke,  the  label  shall  bear  the  statement 
“with  added  smoke  fiavoring.” 

(3)  If  it  contains  spice,  the  label  shall 
bear  the  statement  “spiced”  or  “spice 
added”  or  “with  added  spice,”  or  in  lieu 
of  the  word  “spice”  the  common  or  usual 
name  of  the  spice  used. 

(4)  If  it  contains  added  fiavoring.  the 
label  shall  bear  the  statement  “fiavoring 
added,”  “with  added  fiavoring.”  or 

“flavored  with _ ,”  the  blank 

being  filled  in  with  the  common  or  usual 
name  of  the  flavoring  used;  if  the 
flavoring  is  artificial,  the  word  “arti¬ 
ficial”  shall  precede  the  word  “flavoring,” 
or  the  word  “artificially”  shall  precede 
the  statement  “flavored  with _ ” 

(5)  Wherever  the  name  of  the  food 
appears  on  the  label  so  consplcuoasly 
as  to  be  easily  seen  under  customary 
conditions  of  purchase,  the  words  and 
statements  specified  by  this  paragraph 
shall  immediately  and  conspicuously 
precede  or  follow  such  name,  without  in¬ 
tervening  written,  printed,  or  graphic 
matter. 

(h)  The  common  name  of  each  of  the 
ingredients  used  shall  be  declared  on  the 
label  as  required  by  the  applicable  sec¬ 
tions  of  Part  1  of  this  chapter,  except 
that: 

(1)  Plastic  cream  and  dried  cream 
may  be  declared  as  “cream.” 

(2)  Concentrated  milk  and  dried  milk 
may  be  declared  as  “milk.” 

(3)  Concentrated  skim  milk  and  non¬ 
fat  dry  milk  may  be  declared  as  “skim 
milk.” 

(4)  Cheese  whey,  concentrated  cheese 
whey,  and  dried  cheese  whey  may  be 
declared  as  “whey.” 


(5)  If  the  cheese  Ingredient  contains 
Cheddar  cheese,  washed  curd  cheese, 
colby  cheese,  granular  cheese,  or  any 
mixture  of  two  or  more  of  these,  such 
cheese  or  such  mixture  may  be  desig¬ 
nated  as  “American  cheese.” 

Further,  the  declaration  of  the  ingre¬ 
dients  as  set  forth  in  this  paragraph 
shall  appear  in  letters  not  less  than  one- 
half  the  size  of  that  required  by  §  1.8b 
of  this  chapter  for  the  declaration  of  net 
quantity  of  contents,  but  in  no  case 
less  than  one-sixteenth  of  an  inch  in 
height. 

4.  In  §  19.775  as  follows: 

a.  In  the  third  sentence  of  paragraph 
(a)(6)  by  substituting  “(i)(5)”  for 
“(g)  (5)”. 

b.  By  revising  paragraphs  (g)  and  (h) 
and  by  adding  a  new  paragraph  (i),  as 
follows: 

§  19.775  Pasteurized  process  cheese 
spread;  identity;  label  statement  of 
optional  ingredients. 

•  «  *  •  • 

(g)  The  name  of  the  food  is  “pasteur¬ 
ized  process  cheese  spread.”  The  full 
name  of  the  food  shall  appear  on  the 
principal  display  panel  of  the  label  in 
type  of  uniform  size,  style,  and  color. 
Wherever  any  word  or  statement  empha¬ 
sizing  the  name  of  any  ingredient  appears 
on  the  label  (other  than  in  an  ingredient 
statement  as  specified  in  paragraph  (i) 
of  this  section)  so  conspicuously  as  to  be 
easily  seen  under  customary  conditions  of 
purchase,  the  full  name  of  the  food  shall 
immediately  and  conspicuously  precede 
or  follow  such  word  or  statement  in  type 
of  at  least  the  same  size  as  the  type  used 
in  such  word  or  statement. 

(h)  (1)  If  the  pasteurized  process 
cheese  spread  is  smoked,  or  made  from 
cheeses  which  have  been  smoked,  the 
word  “smoked”  shall  precede  or  follow 
the  name  of  the  pasteurized  process 
cheese  spread  or  name  of  the  cheese 
ingredient  which  was  smoked. 

(2)  If  it  contains  a  substance  pre¬ 
pared  by  condensing  or  precipitating 
wood  smoke,  the  label  shall  bear  the 
statement  “with  added  smoke  flavoring.” 

(3)  If  it  contains  spice,  the  label  shall 
bear  the  statement  “spiced”  or  “spice 
added”  or  “with  added  spice”  or  in  lieu 
of  the  word  “spice”  the  common  or  usual 
name  of  the  spice  used. 

(4)  If  it  contains  added  flavoring,  the 
label  shall  bear  the  statement  “flavoring 
added,”  “with  added  flavoring,”  or 

“flavored  with _ ,”  the  blank 

being  filled  in  with  the  common  or  usual 
name  of  the  flavoring  used;  if  the  flavor¬ 
ing  is  artificial,  the  word  “artificial”  shall 
precede  the  word  “flavoring,”  or  the  word 
“artificially”  shall  precede  the  statement 
“flavored  with _ ” 

(5)  Wherever  the  name  of  the  food 
appears  on  the  label  so  conspicuously  as 
to  be  easily  seen  xmder  customary  con¬ 
ditions  of  purchase,  the  words  and  state¬ 
ments  specified  by  this  paragraph  shall 
immediately  and  conspicuously  precede 
or  follow  such  name,  without  intervening 
written,  printed,  or  graphic  matter. 

(i)  The  common  name  of  each  of  the 
ingredients  used  shall  be  declared  on  the 


label  as  required  by  the  applicable  sec¬ 
tions  of  Part  1  of  this  chapter,  except 
that; 

(1)  Plastic  cream  and  dried  cream 
may  be  declared  as  “cream.” 

(2)  Concentrated  milk  and  dried  milk 
may  be  declared  as  “milk.” 

(3)  Concentrated  skim  milk  and  non¬ 
fat  dry  milk  may  be  declared  as  “skim 
milk.” 

(4)  Cheese  whey,  concentrated  cheese 
whey,  and  dried  cheese  whey  may  be  de¬ 
clared  as  "whey.” 

(5)  If  the  cheese  ingredient  contains 
Cheddar  cheese,  washed  curd  cheese, 
colby  cheese,  granular  cheese,  or  any 
mixture  of  two  or  more  of  these,  such 
cheese  or  such  mixture  may  be  desig¬ 
nated  as  “American  cheese.” 

Further,  the  declaration  of  the  ingredi¬ 
ents  as  set  forth  in  this  paragraph  shall 
appear  in  letters  not  less  than  one-half 
the  size  of  that  required  by  §  1.8b  of  this 
chapter  for  the  declaration  of  net  quan¬ 
tity  of  (xmtents,  but  in  no  case  less  than 
one-sixteenth  of  an  inch  in  height. 

5.  In  5  19.782  by  revising  paragraphs 
(c)  and  (d)  and  revoking  paragraphs  (e) 
and  (f),  as  follows: 

§  19.782  Cream  cheese  with  other  foods; 
identity;  label  statement  of  optional 
ingredients. 

•  •  *  •  * 

(c)  The  name  of  the  food  is  “cream 

cheese  with  _ ”  or  “cream 

cheese  and _ ,”  the  blank  be¬ 

ing  filled  in  with  the  common  names  of 
the  foods  added,  in  order  of  predomi¬ 
nance  by  weight.  The  full  name  of  the 
food  shall  appear  on  the  principal  dis¬ 
play  panel  of  the  label  in  type  of  tmiform 
size,  style,  and  color.  Wherever  any  word 
or  statement  emphasizing  the  name  of 
an  ingredient  appears  on  the  label  (other 
than  in  an  ingredient  statement  as  speci¬ 
fied  in  paragraph  (d)  of  this  section)  so 
conspicuously  as  to  be  easily  seen  under 
customary  conditions  of  purchase,  the 
full  name  of  the  food  shall  immediately 
and  conspicuously  precede  or  follow  such 
word  or  statement  in  t3rpe  of  at  least  the 
same  size  as  the  type  used  in  such  word  or 
statement. 

(d)  The  common  name  of  each  of  the 
Ingredients  used  shall  be  declared  on  the 
label  as  required  by  the  applicable  sec¬ 
tions  of  Part  1  of  this  chapter,  except 
that  cream  cheese  need  not  be  declared. 
Further,  the  declaration  of  the  ingredi¬ 
ents  as  set  forth  in  this  paragraph  shall 
appear  in  letters  not  less  than  one-half 
the  size  of  that  required  by  §  1.8b  of  this 
chapter  for  the  declaration  of  net  quan¬ 
tity  of  contents,  but  in  no  case  less  than 
one-sixteenth  of  an  inch  in  height. 

6.  In  !  19.783  by  revising  paragraphs 
(c)  and  (d)  and  revoking  paragraphs  (e) 
and  (f ) ,  as  follows: 

§  19.783  Pasteurized  neufehalel  eheese 
spread  with  other  foods ;  identity ; 
label  statement  of  optional  ingredi¬ 
ents. 

•  •  •  *  • 

(c)  The  name  of  the  food  is 
“pasteiulzed  Neufch&tel  cheese  spread 
with  _ ”  or  “pasteurized 
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Neufch&tel  cheese  spread  and - 

_ the  blank  being  filled  in  with  the 

common  names  of  the  foods  added,  in 
order  of  predominance  by  weight.  The 
full  name  of  the  food  shall  appear  on 
the  principal  display  panel  of  the  label 
in  type  of  uniform  size,  style,  and  color. 
Wherever  any  word  or  statement  empha¬ 
sizing  the  name  of  any  ingredient  ap¬ 
pears  on  the  label  (other  than  in  an 
ingredient  statement  as  specified  in  para¬ 
graph  (d)  of  this  section)  so  conspicu¬ 
ously  as  to  be  easily  seen  under  custom¬ 
ary  conditions  of  purchase,  the  full  name 
of  the  food  shall  immediately  and  con¬ 
spicuously  precede  or  follow  such  word 
or  statement  in  type  of  at  least  the 
same  size  as  the  type  used  in  such  word 
or  statement. 

(d)  The  common  name  of  each  of  the 
ingredients  used  shall  be  declared  on 
the  label  as  required  by  the  applicable 
sections  of  Part  1  of  this  chapter,  ex¬ 
cept  that; 

(1)  Neufchatel  cheese  need  not  be 
declared. 

(2)  Plastic  cream  and  dried  cream 
may  be  declared  as  “cream.” 

(3)  Concentrated  milk  and  dried  milk 
may  be  declared  as  “milk.” 

(4)  Concentrated  skim  milk  and  non¬ 
fat  dry  milk  may  be  declared  as  “skim 
milk.” 

(5)  Cheese  whey,  concentrated  cheese 
whey,  and  dried  cheese  whey  may  be 
declared  as  “whey.” 

F*urther,  the  declaration  of  the  ingredi¬ 
ents  as  set  forth  in  this  paragraph  shall 
appear  in  letters  not  less  than  one-half 
the  size  of  that  required  by  §  1.8b  of  this 
chapter  for  the  declaration  of  net 
quantity  of  contents,  but  in  no  case  less 
than  one-sixteenth  of  an  inch  in  height. 


7.  In  §  19.785  by  revising  paragraphs 
(d).  (e),  and  (f),  as  follows: 

§  19.783  Cold-park  cliorsie,  club  clireso, 
comminuted  cheese;  identity;  label 
statement  of  optional  ingredients. 

•  •  •  •  • 


(d)  (1)  The  name  of  a  cold -pack 
cheese  for  which  a  definition  and  stand¬ 
ard  of  identity  is  prescribed  by  this  sec¬ 
tion  is  “Ccdd-pack _ cheese” 

or  “ _ club  cheese”  or  “Com¬ 
minuted  _ cheese,”  the 

blanks  being  filled  in  with  the  name  or 
names  of  the  varieties  of  cheese  used,  in 
order  of  predominance  by  weight. 


(2)  If  the  cold-pack  cheese  is  made  of 
Cheddar  cheese,  washed  curd  cheese, 
colby  cheese,  or  granular  cheese  or  any 
mixture  of  two  or  more  of  these,  it  may 
be  designated  “Cold-pack  American 
cheese”;  or  when  Cheddar  cheese,  washed 
curd  cheese,  colby  cheese,  granular 
cheese,  or  any  mixture  of  two  or  more  of 
these  is  combined  with  other  varieties  of 
cheese  in  the  cheese  Ingredient  any  of 
such  cheeses  or  such  mixture  may  be 
designated  as  “American  cheese.” 

(3)  The  full  name  of  the  food  shall 
appear  on  the  principal  display  panel  of 
the  label  in  type  of  uniform  size,  style, 
and  color.  Wherever  any  word  or  state¬ 
ment  emphasizing  the  name  of  any  in¬ 


gredient  i^H>ears  on  the  lab^  (other 
than  in  an  ingredient  statement  as 
specified  in  paragnqih  (f)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion)  so  conspicuouky  as  to  be  easily 
seen  imder  customary  conditions  of  pur¬ 
chase,  the  full  name  of  the  food  shall 
immediately  and  conspicuously  precede 
or  follow  such  word  or  statement  in  tjqje 
of  at  least  the  same  size  as  the  type 
used  in  such  word  or  statement. 

(e)  (1)  If  cold-pack  cheese  is  smoked, 
or  made  from  cheeses  which  have  been 
smoked,  the  word  “smoked”  shall  pre¬ 
cede  or  follow  the  name  of  the  cold-pack 
cheese  or  the  name  of  the  cheese  ingre- 
^ent  which  was  smoked. 

(2)  If  it  contains  a  substance  prep£tred 
by  condensing  or  precipitating  wood 
smoke,  the  label  shall  bear  the  statement 
“with  added  smoke  flavoring.” 

(3)  If  it  contains  spice,  the  label  shall 
bear  the  statement  “spiced”  or  “spice 
added”  or  “with  added  spice,”  or  in  lieu 
of  the  word  “spice”  the  common  or  usual 
name  of  the  spice  or  spices  used. 

(4)  If  it  contains  added  flavoring,  the 

label  shall  bear  the  statement  “flavoring 
added,”  “with  added  fiavoring,”  or  “fla¬ 
vored  with _ the  blank  being 

filled  in  with  the  common  or  usual  name 
of  the  fiavoring  used;  if  the  fiavoring  is 
artificial,  the  word  “artificial”  shall  pre¬ 
cede  the  word  “flavoring,”  or  the  word 
“artificially”  shall  precede  the  statement 
“flavored  with _ ” 

(5)  Wherever  the  name  of  the  food 
appears  on  the  label  so  conspicuously 
as  to  be  easily  seen  under  customary  con¬ 
ditions  of  purchase,  the  words  and  state¬ 
ments  specified  by  this  paragraph  shall 
immediately  and  conspicuously  precede 
or  follow  such  name,  without  intervening 
written,  printed,  or  graphic  matter. 

(f)  The  common  name  of  each  of  the 
ingredients  used  shall  be  declared  on  the 
labels  as  required  by  the  applicable  sec¬ 
tions  of  Part  1  of  this  chapter,  except 
that: 

(1)  Artificial  coloring  need  not  be 
declared. 

(2)  If  the  cheese  ingredient  contains 
Cheddar  cheese,  washed  curd  cheese, 
colby  cheese,  granular  cheese,  or  any 
mixture  of  two  or  more  of  these,  such 
cheese  or  such  mixture  may  be  designated 
as  “American  cheese.” 

Fiurther,  the  declaration  of  the  ingre¬ 
dients  as  set  forth  in  this  paragraph  shall 
appear  in  letters  not  less  than  one-half 
the  size  of  that  required  by  §  1.8b  of  this 
chapter  for  declaration  of  net  quantity 
of  contents,  but  in  no  case  less  than  one- 
sixteenth  of  an  inch  in  height. 

8.  In  S  19.787  as  follows: 

a.  In  the  third  sentence  of  paragraph 
(a)(6)  by  substituting  “(h)(5)”  for 
“(f)(6)”. 

b.  By  revising  paragraphs  (f)  and  (g) 
and  by  adding  a  new  paragraph  (h) .  as 
follows: 

§  19.787  Cold-pack  cheese  food;  iden¬ 
tity;  label  statement  of  optional  in¬ 
gredients. 

*  •  •  •  • 

(f)  The  name  of  the  food  is  “cold-pack 
cheese  food.”  The  full  name  of  the  food 
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shall  appear  on  the  principal  display 
panel  of  the  labd  in  type  of  uniform 
size,  style,  and  color.  Wherever  any  word 
or  statement  emphasizing  the  name  of 
any  ingredient  appears  on  the  label 
(other  than  in  an  ingredient  statement 
as  specified  in  paragraph  (h)  of  this 
section)  so  conspicuously  as  to  be  easily 
seen  under  customary  conditions  of  pur¬ 
chase,  the  full  name  of  the  food  shall 
immediately  and  conspicuously  precede 
or  follow  such  word  or  statement  in  type 
of  at  least  the  same  size  as  the  type 
used  in  such  word  or  statement. 

(g)  (1)  If  the  coldpack  cheese  food  is 
smoked,  or  made  from  cheeses  which 
have  been  smoked,  the  word  “smoked” 
shall  precede  or  follow  the  name  of  the 
coldpack  cheese  food  or  the  name  of  the 
cheese  ingredient  which  was  smoked. 

(2)  If  it  contains  a  substance  prepared 
by  condensing  or  precipitating  wood 
smoke,  the  label  sliall  bear  the  statement 
“with  added  smoke  fiavoring.” 

(3)  If  it  contains  spice,  the  label  shall 
bear  the  statement  “spiced,”  or  “spice 
added,”  or  “with  added  spice”  or  in  lieu 
of  the  word  “spice”  the  common  or  usual 
name  of  the  spice  used. 

(4)  If  it  contains  added  fiavoring,  the 

label  shall  bear  the  statement  “fiavoring 
added,”  “with  added  fiavoring,”  or  “fla¬ 
vored  with  - ,”  the  blank 

being  filled  in  with  the  common  or  visual 
name  of  the  fiavoring  used;  if  the  fiavor¬ 
ing  is  artificial,  the  word  “artificial”  shall 
precede  the  word  “flavoring,”  or  the  word 
“artificially”  shall  precede  the  statement 
“flavored  with _ ” 

(5)  Wherever  the  name  of  the  food 
appears  (xi  the  label  so  conspicuously  as 
to  be  easily  seen  under  customary  condi¬ 
tions  of  purchase,  the  words  and  state¬ 
ments  specified  by  this  paragraph  shall 
inunediately  and  conspicuously  precede 
or  follow  such  name,  without  interven¬ 
ing  written,  printed,  or  graphic  matter. 

(h)  The  common  name  of  each  of  the 
ingredients  used  shall  be  declared  on  the 
label  as  required  by  the  applicable  sec¬ 
tions  of  Part  1  of  this  chapter,  except 
that: 

(1)  Plastic  cream  and  dried  cream  may 
be  declared  as  “cream.” 

(2)  Concentrated  milk  and  dried  milk 
may  be  declared  as  “mUk.” 

(3)  Concentrated  skim  milk  and  non¬ 
fat  dry  milk  may  be  declared  as  “skim 
milk.” 

(4)  Cheese  whey,  concentrated  cheese 
whey,  and  dried  cheese  whey  may  be  de¬ 
clared  as  “whey.” 

(5)  If  the  cheese  ingredient  contains 
Cheddar  cheese,  washed  curd  cheese, 
colby  cheese,  granular  cheese,  or  any 
mixtine  of  two  or  more  of  these,  such 
cheese  or  such  mixture  may  be  designated 
as  “American  cheese.” 

Further,  the  declaration  of  the  ingredi¬ 
ents  as  set  forth  in  this  paragraph  shall 
appear  in  letters  not  less  than  one-half 
the  size  of  that  required  by  §  1.8b  of  this 
chapter  for  the  declaration  of  net  quan¬ 
tity  of  contents,  but  in  no  case  less  than 
one-sixteoith  of  an  inch  in  height. 

9.  In  S  19.790  by  amending  paragraphs 
(d)  and  (e)  as  follows: 
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§  19.790  Crated  American  cheese  food; 

identity;  Label  statement  of  optional 

ingredients. 

*  •  •  •  • 

(d)  The  name  of  the  food  is  “Grated 
American  cheese  food.”  The  full  name 
of  the  food  shall  appear  on  the  principal 
display  panel  of  the  label  in  type  of  uni¬ 
form  si^,  style,  and  coIch*.  Wherever  any 
word  or  statement  emphasising  the  name 
of  any  ingredient  appesirs  on  the  label 
(other  than  in  an  ingredient  statement 
as  specified  in  paragraph  (e)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion)  so  conspicuously  as  to  be  easily 
seen  tmder  customary  conditions  of  pur¬ 
chase,  the  full  name  of  the  food  shall 
Immediately  and  conspicuously  precede 
or  follow  such  word  or  statement  in  type 
of  at  least  the  same  size  as  the  t3i>e  used 
in  such  word  or  statement. 

(e)  The  common  name  of  each  of  the 
ingredients  used  shall  be  declared  on  the 
label  as  required  by  the  applicable  sec¬ 
tions  of  Part  1  of  this  chapter,  except 
that  Cheddar  cheese,  washed  cvnd  cheese, 
colby  cheese,  granular  cheese,  or  any 
mixture  of  two  or  more  of  these  may  be 
designated  as  “American  cheese.”  The 
declaration  of  the  ingn^'edients  as  set 
forth  in  this  paragraph  shall  appear  in 
letters  not  less  than  one-half  the  size  of 
that  required  by  1 1.8b  of  this  chapter  for 
the  declaration  of  net  quantity  of  con¬ 
tents,  but  in  no  case  less  than  one-six¬ 
teenth  of  an  inch  in  height. 

Due  to  existing  cross-references:  (1) 
The  amendments  to  the  standard  for 
pasteurized  process  cheese  (S  19.750) 
have  the  effect  of  also  amending  the 
standards  for  pasteurized  blended  cheese; 
pasteurized  process  cheese  with  fruits, 
vegetables,  or  meats;  pasteurized  proc¬ 
ess  pimento  cheese;  and  pastetirlzed 
blended  cheese  with  fruits,  vegetables, 
or  meats  (§§  19.751,  19.755,  19.760,  and 
19.763) ;  (2)  the  amendments  to  the 
standard  for  pasteurized  process  cheese 
food  (§  19.765)  have  the  effect  of  also 
amending  the  standard  for  pasteurized 
process  cheese  food  with  fruits,  vege¬ 
tables.  or  meats  (§  19.770);  (3)  the 
amendments  to  the  standard  for  pas¬ 
teurized  process  cheese  spread 
(§  19.775)  have  the  effect  of  also  amend¬ 
ing  the  standards  for  pasteurized  cheese 
spread;  pasteurized  process  cheese 
spread  with  fruits,  vegetables,  or  meats; 
and  pasteurized  cheese  spread  with 
fruits,  vegetables,  or  meats  (§§  19.776, 
19.780,  and  19.781);  (4)  and  the  amend¬ 
ments  to  the  standard  for  coldpack 
cheese  food  (§  19.787)  have  the  effect  of 
also  amending  the  standard  for  coldpack 
cheese  food  with  fruits,  vegetables,  or 
’  meats  (§  19.788). 

Any  person  who  will  be  adversely  af¬ 
fected  by  the  foregoing  order  may  at  any 


time  within  30  days  after  its  date  of 
publication  in  the  Fkderal  Register  file 
with  the  Hearing  Clerk,  Department  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare,  Room 
6-88,  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  Md. 
20852,  written  objections  thereto  in  quin- 
tuplicate.  Objections  shall  show  wherein 
the  person  filing  will  be  adversely  af¬ 
fected  by  the  order  and  specify  with 
particularity  the  provisions  of  the  order 
deemed  objectionable  and  the  groimds 
for  the  objections.  If  a  hearing  is  re¬ 
quested,  the  objections  must  state  the 
issues  for  the  hearing.  A  hearing  will  be 
granted  if  the  objections  are  supported 
by  grounds  legally  sufficient  to  justify 
the  relief  sought.  Objections  may  be  ac¬ 
companied  by  a  memorandum  or  brief 
in  support  thereof.  Received  objections 
may  be  seen  in  the  above  office  during 
working  hours,  Monday  through  Friday. 

Effective  date.  This  order  shall  be¬ 
come  effective  1  year  after  its  date  of 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register,  ex¬ 
cept  as  to  any  provisions  that  may  be 
stayed  by  the  filing  of  proper  objections. 
Notice  of  the  filing  of  objections  or  lack 
thereof  will  be  given  by  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

(Secs.  401,  701,  S2  Stat.  1046,  1055-56  as 
amended  by  70  Stat.  919,  72  Stat.  948; 
21  U.S.C.  341,  371) 

Dated:  June  28,  1972. 

Sam  D.  Fine, 
Associate  Commissioner 
for  Compliance, 
(FR  Doc.72-10368  Piled  7-6-72;8:48  am] 


PART  121— FOOD  ADDITIVES 

Subpart  C — Food  Additives  Permitted 
in  Feed  and  Drinking  Water  of  Ani¬ 
mals  or  for  the  Treatment  of  Food- 
Producing  Animals 

sec  -But  YLAMiNS 

A  petition  (FAP  2H5015)  was  filed  by 
Elanco  Products  Co.,  Division  of  Eli  Lilly 
&  Co.,  Indianapolis,  Indiana  46206  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  provisions  of  the  Federal 
Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (21  U.S.C. 
348),  proposing  establishment  of  a  food 
additive  tolerance  (21  CFR  Part  121)  of 
90  parts  per  million  for  residues  of  the 
fungicide  sec-butylamine  in  citrus  mo¬ 
lasses  and  dried  citrus  pulp  from  post¬ 
harvest  application  of  the  fungicide  to 
the  raw  agricultural  commodity  citrus 
fruit. 

The  Reorganization  Plan  No.  3  of  1970, 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
October  6,  1970  (35  F.R.  15623),  trans¬ 
ferred  (effective  December  2, 1970)  to  the 
Administrator  of  the  Environmental  Pro¬ 
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tection  Agency  the  functions  vested  in 
the  Secretary  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare  for  establishing  tolerances  for 
pesticide  chemicals  under  sections  406, 
408,  and  409  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug, 
and  Cosmetic  Act,  as  amended  (21  U.S.C. 
346, 346a,  and  348). 

Having  evaluated  the  data  in  the  pe¬ 
tition  and  other  relevant  materia  it  is 
ccmcluded  that  the  tolerance  should  be 
established. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  provisions  of 
the  act  (sec.  409(c)  (1),  (4),  72  Stat. 
1786;  21  UJS.C.  348(c)(1)  (4)),  the  au¬ 
thority  transferred  to  the  Administrator 
of  the  Environmental  Protection  Agency 
(35  P.R.  15623)  and  the  authority  dele¬ 
gated  by  the  Administrator  to  the  Dep¬ 
uty  Assistant  Administrator  for  Pesti¬ 
cides  Programs  (36  F.R.  9038).  Part  121 
Is  amended  by  adding  the  following  new 
section  to  Subpart  C: 

§  121.339  xec-Batylamine. 

A  tolerance  of  90  parts  per  million  is 
established  for  residues  of  the  fungicide 
sec-butylamine  in  citrus  molasses  and 
dried  citrus  pulp  for  cattle  feed  when 
present  therein  as  a  result  of  postharvest 
application  of  the  fungicide  to  citrus 
fruit. 

Any  person  who  will  be  adversely  af¬ 
fected  by  the  foregoing  order  may  at  any 
time  within  30  days  after  its  date  of 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register  file 
with  the  Hearing  Clerk,  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  Room  3125,  South 
Agriculture  Building,  12th  Street  and  In¬ 
dependence  Avenue  SW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20460,  written  objections  thereto  in 
quintuplicate.  Objections  shall  show 
wherein  the  person  filing  will  be  ad¬ 
versely  affected  by  the  order  and  specify 
with  particularity  the  provisions  of  the 
order  deemed  objectionable  and  the 
grounds  for  the  objections.  If  a  hearing 
is  requested,  the  objections  must  state 
the  issues  for  the  hearing.  A  hearing  will 
be  granted  if  the  objections  are  sup¬ 
ported  by  groimds  legally  sufficient  to 
justify  the  relief  sought.  Objections  may 
be  accompanied  by  a  mnnorandum  or 
brief  in  support  thereof. 

Effective  date.  This  order  shall  become 
effective  on  its  date  of  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register  (7-7-72). 

(Sec.  409(c)(1).  (4),  72  Stat.  1786;  21  UJ3.C. 
348(c)  (1).  (4)) 

Dated:  June  29, 1972. 

William  M.  Upholt, 
Deputy  Assistant  Administrator 
for  Pesticides  Programs. 

[FR  Doc.72-10399  FUed  7-6-72;8:49  am] 
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Title  24— HOUSING  AND  URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

Chopter  X — Federal  Insurance  Administration,  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development 

SUBCHAPTER  B — NATIONAL  FLOOD  INSURANCE  PROGRAM 

part  1914— areas  eligible  FOR  THE  SALE  OF  INSURANCE 
List  of  Eligible  Communities 

Section  1914.4  is  amended  by  adding  in  alphabetical  sequence  a  new  entry  to  the  table.  This  entry  differs  from  prior  entries 
to  the  table  in  that  a  complete  chronology  of  effective  dates  app  ears  for  each  listed  commimity.  Each  date  appearing  in  the  last 
column  of  the  table  is  followed  by  a  designation  which  indicates  whether  the  date  signifies  the  effective  date  of  the  authori¬ 
zation  of  the  sale  of  flood  insurance  in  the  area  under  the  emergency  or  under  the  regular  flood  insiu-ance  program.  The 
entry  reads  as  follows: 

§  1914.4  List  of  eligiUe  ronimunitics. 

•  •••••• 


State  County  Location  Map  No.  State  map  repository 


Local  map  repository 


Effective  date 
of  authorisation 
of  sale  of  flood 
Insurance  for  area 


•  •  • 


•  •  • 


lUlntrfs . . Peoria .  Except  city  of 

Peori^  Barton* 
vllle,  Bellevue, 

Ulasford, 

Prince  vllle, 

Cbillloothc,  and 
Peoria  Heights. 

New  Jersey.....  Ocean . Point  Pleasant....  1  34  029  2680  02 

through 
1  34  029  2650  06 


Pennsylvania...  Allegheny. 


NevlUe  Township.  1 42  003  6746  01 
tluough 
I  42  003  6746  03 


Do . .  Montgomery. 

Texas . Braioria.... 

Do . .  Lavaca _ 


Springfield  I  42  091  8163  01 

Townslilp.  through 

I  42  091  8163  04 

Lake  Jackson. r.r.  I  48  039  3800  05 
I  48  039  3800  06 


HallettsviUe....:;  I  48  286  2970  01 
through 

I  48  285  2970  04 


West  Virginia...  Mingo . .  Gilbert, 


July  7,  l!t72. 
Emergency. 


Division  of  Water  Resources,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Environmental  Protection, 
Post  Office  Box  1390,  Trenton,  NJ 
08625. 

New  Jersey  Department  of  Insurance, 
State  House  Annex,  Trenton,  N.J. 
08625. 

Department  of  Community  Affairs, 
Commonwealth  of  Peiuisylvania, 
Harrisburg,  Pa.  17120. 

Pennsylvania  Insurance  Department, 
108  Finance  Bldg.,  Harrisburg,  Pa. 
17120. 

. do . 


Texas  Water  Development  Board, 
Post  Office  Box  13087,  Capitol  Sta¬ 
tion,  Austin,  TX  78711. 

Texas  Insurance  Department,  1110 
San  Jacinto  St.,  Austin,  TX  78701. 

; _ do. . 


Office  of  the  Borough  Clerk,  Borough 
Hall,  2233  Bridge  Ave.,  Point  Pleas¬ 
ant,  NJ  08742. 


Neville  Township,  Municiiral  Bldg., 
Grand  and  Third  St.,  Neville  Island, 
Pittsburg!),  PA  16225. 


Township  Manager’s  Office,  Spring- 
field  Township,  1610  Papermill  Kd., 
Wyndmoor,  PA  19118. 

City  Manager’s  Office,  103  Parking 
Way,  Lake  Jackson,  TX  77566. 


Office  of  the  Secretary,  City  Hall  Bldg., 
Hallettsvllle,  Tex.  77964. 


Feb.  9,  1971. 

Emergency. 
July  7,  1972. 
Regular. 


Mar.  24,  1971. 

Emergency. 
July  7,  1972. 
Ri'gular. 


Mar.  27,  1971. 

Emeigency. 
July  7,  1972. 

Regular. 
Sept.  28, 1970. 

Eineigency, 
July  7,  1972. 
Regular. 

Mar.  24, 1971. 

Emergeix'y. 
July  7, 1972. 

Regular. 
July  7, 1972. 
Einergency. 


(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (title  xttt  of  the  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Aot  of  1968),  effective  Jsm.  28,  1969  (33  F.R. 
17804,  Nov.  28,  1968),  as  amended  (secs.  408-410,  Public  Law  91-162,  Dec.  24,  1969),  42  U.S.C.  4001-4127;  and  Secretary’s  delegation  of  au¬ 
thority  to  Federal  Insurance  Administrator,  34  F.R.  2680,  Feb.  27,  1969) 


Issued:  June  28, 1972. 


(FR  Doc.72-10307  PUed  7-6-72:8:45  am] 


George  K.  Bernstein, 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 
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PART  1915— IDENTIFICATION  OF  SPECIAL  HAZARD  AREAS 
List  of  Communitios  With  Special  Hazard  Areas 

Section  1915.3  Ifl  amended  by  adding  in  alphabetical  3e<iuen  ce  a  new  entry  to  the  table,  which  entry  reads  as  follows: 
§  1915.3  List  of  communities  with  special  hasard  areas. 

•  •••••' 


StaU  County  Location  Map  No.  State  map  repository 


Local  map  repository 


EfleetlTS  date  of 
Identification  of 
areas  which 
hare  special 
flood  hazards 


•  •  •  •  •  • 

Illinois . .-i..  Peoria . 


New  Jersey . Ocean. 


Except  city  of 
P<M)rla,  Harton- 
yllle,  BeUeyue, 

Ulasford, 

Prince  ville, 

Chilllcothe  and 
Peoria  nelghts. 

Point  Pleasant....  H  34  029  2660  02 
through 
IT  34  029 ‘2660  06 


July  7, 1972. 


Division  of  Water  Resources,  Depart-  Office  of  the  Borough  Clerk,  Borough  Feb.  9, 107U 
ment  of  Environmental  Protection.  Hall,  2233  Bridge  Ave.,  Point  Pleas- 
Poet  Office  Box  1390,  Trenton,  NJ  ant,  NJ  06742. 

06626. 

New  Jersey  Department  of  Insurance, 

State  House  Annex,  Trenton,  N.J. 


Pennsylvania...  Allegheny . Neville  Town- 

■tilp. 


Do . Montgomery . Springfield 

Township. 

Texas . .  Brazoria . Lake  Jackson. 


Do . .  Lavaca . IlallelteviUe. 

West  Virginia...  Mingo . . Qilbert . 


n  42  003  6746  01  Department  of  Community  Affairs,  Neville  Township,  Municipal  Bldg., 
through  Commonwealth  of  Pennsylvania,  Grand  and  Third  8t.,  NevlUo  Is- 

n  42  003  6745  03  Harrisburg.  Pa.  17120.  land,  Pittsburgh,  PA  16226. 

Pennsylvania  Insurance  Department, 

106  Finance  Bldg.,  Harrisburg,  Pa. 

17120. 

H  42  091  8163  01  . do . . . . . Township  Manager’s  Office,  Spring- 

through  field  Township,  1610  Papermill  Kd., 

H  42  091  8163  04  Wyndmoor.  PA  19118. 

H  48  039  3800  05...  Texas  Water  Development  Board,  City  Manager’s  Office,  103  Parking 
U  48  039  3800  06...  Post  Office  Box  13087,  Capitol  Sta-  Way,  Lake  Jackson,  TX  77566. 
tlon,  Austin,  TX  78711. 

Texas  Insurance  Department,  1110 
San  Jacinto  St.,  Austin,  TX  78701. 

1148  285  2970  01 . do . Office  of  the  Secretary,  City  Hall 

through  Bldg.,  HallettsvUIe,  Tex.  77964. 


H  48  286  2970  04... 


Mar.  24, 1971; 


Mar.  27,  1971; 
Sept.  26, 1970. 


Mar.  24, 1971. 


July  7,  1972. 


(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (title  xm  of  the  Housing  and  Urban  Devel<H>inent  Act  of  1968),  effective  Jan.  28,  1969  (33  Fit. 


17804,  Nov.  28,  1968),  as  amended  (secs.  408-4 
thorlty  to  Federal  Insurance  Administrator, 

Issued:  June  28, 1972. 


Title  29— LABOR 

Chapter  V — Wage  and  Hour  Division, 
Department  of  Labor 

SUBCHAPTER  C — AGE  DISCRIMINATION  IN 
EMPLOYMENT 

PART  860— INTERPRETATIONS 

Covered  Employment  Agencies 

Pursuant  to  the  Age  Discrimination  in 
Employment  Act  of  1967  (81  Stat.  602; 
29  U.S.C.  621  et  seq.)  and  Secretary’s 
Orders  No.  14-71  (36  P.R.  8753)  and  No. 
15-71  (36  P.R.  8756),  29  CPR  Part  860 
is  amended  as  set  forth  below. 

As  these  are  interpretative  rules  and 
are  not  substantive,  the  provisions  of  5 
U.S.C.  553  concerning  notice  of  proposed 
rule  making,  public  participation  therein, 
and  delay  in  effective  date  do  not  apply. 
I  do  not  believe  such  procedure  and  delay 
will  serve  a  useful  purpose  here.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  these  rules  shall  be  effective 
imm^iately. 

1.  A  new  §  860.31  is  added  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  860.31  “Employer.” 

Section  11(b)  defines  “employer”  to 
mean  “*  •  ‘a  person  engaged  in  an  in- 


10,  Public  Law  91-152,  Dec.  24,  1969),  42  U.S.C 
34  F.R.  2680,  Feb.  27.  1969) 


[FR  Doc.72-10308  Filed  7-6-72:8:45  am] 

dustry  affecting  commerce  who  has  25 
or  more  employees  for  each  working  day 
in  each  of  20  or  more  calendar  weeks  in 
the  current  or  preceding  calendar  year: 
*  *  *  The  term  also  means  any  agent  of 
such  a  person,  but  such  term  does  not  in¬ 
clude  the  United  States,  a  corporation 
wholly  owned  by  the  Government  of  the 
United  States,  or  a  State  or  political 
subdivision  thereof.” 

2.  A  new  §  860.35  is  added  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  860.35  “Employment  agency.” 

(a)  Section  11(c)  defines  “employ¬ 
ment  agency”  to  mean  “any  person  regu¬ 
larly  undertaking  with  or  without  com¬ 
pensation  to  procure  employees  for  an 
employer  and  includes  an  agent  of  such 
a  person;  but  shall  not  include  an  agency 
of  the  United  States,  or  an  agency  of  a 
State  or  political  subdivision  of  a  State, 
except  that  such  term  shall  include  the 
U.S.  Employment  Service  and  the  system 
of  State  and  local  employment  services 
receiving  Federal  assistance.” 

(b)  As  long  as  an  employment  agency 
regularly  procures  employees  for  at  least 
one  covered  employer,  it  qualifies  under 
section  11(c)  as  an  employment  agency 
with  respect  to  all  of  its  activities 


.  4001-4127:  and  Secretary’s  delegation  of  au- 


Georgk  K.  Bernstein, 

Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 


whether  they  be  for  covered  or  non- 
covered  employers. 

3.  A  new  9  860.36  is  added  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  860.36  Employment  agencies — prohi¬ 
bitions. 

(a)  Section  4(b)  provides  that  “It 
shall  be  unlawful  for  an  employment 
agency  to  fail  or  refuse  to  refer  for  em¬ 
ployment,  or  otherwise  to  discriminate 
against,  any  Individual  because  of  such 
individual’s  age,  or  to  classify  or  refer 
for  employment  any  individual  on  the 
basis  of  such  individual’s  age.” 

(b)  Since  a  covered  employment 
agency  is  subject  to  the  prohibitions  of 
the  Act  even  when  acting  on  behalf  of 
noncovered  employers  (see  9  860.35(b)), 
it  may  not  discriminate  contrary  to  the 
statute  with  respect  to  any  referrals  it 
makes. 

(c)  The  prohibitions  of  section  4(b) 
apply  not  only  to  the  referral  activities 
of  a  covered  emp'.  ment  agency  but  also 
to  the  agency’s  own  employment  prac¬ 
tices,  regardless  of  the  number  of  em¬ 
ployees  the  agency  may  have.  ’This  is  so 
because  section  4(b)  makes  it  unlawful 
for  a  covered  employment  agency  “other¬ 
wise  to  discriminate  against”  any  in¬ 
dividual  between  40  and  65  because  of 
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age.  To  illustrate,  a  covered  employment 
agency’s  use  of  an  age  preference  of  “not 
over  35”  in  an  advertisement  seeking  em¬ 
ployees  for  itself  is  unlawful  since  such 
preference  discriminates  against  individ¬ 
uals  in  the  40  to  65  age  bracket. 

(81  Stat.  602;  29  U.S.C.  621  et  seq.;  Secre¬ 
tary's  Orders  No.  14-71  (36  F.R.  8753)  and 
No.  15-71  (36  F.R.  8756)  ) 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  30th 
day  of  Jime  1972. 

Horace  E.  Menasco, 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary, 

U.S.  Department  of  Labor. 

[FR  Doc.72-10393  FUed  7-C-72;8:49  am] 


Title  33— NAVIGATION  AND 
NAVIGABLE  WATERS 

Chapter  I — Coast  Guard,  Department 
of  Transportation 

[CGFR72-118R] 

SUBCHAPTER  D— NAVIGATION  REQUIREMENTS 
FOR  CERTAIN  INLAND  WATERS 

PART  80— PILOT  RULES  FOR  INLAND 
WATERS 

SUBCHAPTER  F — NAVIGATION  REQUIREMENTS 
FOR  WESTERN  RIVERS 

PART  95— PILOT  RULES  FOR  WESTERN 
RIVERS 

Lights  for  Certain  Craft 

The  purpose  of  these  amendments  to 
Chapter  I  of  Title  33,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  is  to  change  the  character¬ 
istic  of  the  amber  20-point  navigation 
light  now  required  to  be  displayed  at  the 
center  of  the  forward  end  of  barge  tows 
pushed  ahead  in  the  waters  of  the  Gulf 
Intracoastal  Waterway  and  the  western 
rivers  under  33  CFR  80.16a  and  33  CFR 
95.29  from  fixed  to  flashing  and  to  spec¬ 
ify  a  flash  rate  for  this  light  of  50  to  70 
times  per  minute. 

A  notice  of  proposed  rule  making  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
March  1,  1972  (CGFR  72-37;  37  F.R. 
4293,  Item  8),  annoimcing  this  proposal 
as  Marine  Safety  Council  Public  Hear¬ 
ing  Agenda  27  March  1972  Item  8  and 
soliciting  comments  on  these  amend¬ 
ments  voider  consideration  in  Parts  80 
and  95. 

Following  several  nighttime  collisions 
involving  barge  tows  pushed  ahead,  ef¬ 
forts  to  improve  barge  lighting  require¬ 
ments  were  undertaken  and  this  proposal 
resulted  from  those  efforts.  Experiments 
using  the  flashing  amber  20-point  tow- 
head  light  were  conducted  from  May  1, 
1970,  to  October  31,  1970,  on  tows  oper¬ 
ating  on  the  Upper  Mississippi  River,  the 
Ohio  River,  and  the  Tennessee  River.  As 
part  of  the  experiments,  comments  were 
solicited  from  members  of  the  towing 
industry  and  the  boating  public.  Of  315 
replies  received,  88  percent  were  in  favor 
of  the  use  of  the  flashing  amber  light 
as  proposed,  8  percent  were  in  favor  of 
no  change  to  the  navigation  lights  pres¬ 
ently  prescribed,  and  4  percent  were 
either  imdecided  or  made  no  comment. 


There  have  been  favorable  endorsements 
of  the  prop>osed  adoption  of  the  flash¬ 
ing  amber  light  by  State  boating  admin¬ 
istrations,  power  squadrons.  Coast  Guard 
Auxiliary  and  other  boating  interests  as 
well  as  the  majority  of  line  haul  towboat 
operators. 

At  public  hearings  conducted  in  Cin¬ 
cinnati,  Ohio,  on  November  15,  1971,  and 
in  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  on  November  16,  1971, 
as  part  of  an  Inquiry  into  the  adequacy 
of  vessel  navigation  lights  on  the  west¬ 
ern  rivers,  strong  support  for  the  adop¬ 
tion  of  the  flashing  amber  towhead  light 
was  also  voiced. 

Comments  in  response  to  the  notice  of 
proposed  rule  making  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  March  1,  1972  (CXI 
FR  72-37;  37  F.R.  4293,  Item  8),  were 
also  in  support  of  this  proposal.  The 
one  letter  of  opposition  to  the  proposed 
rule  was  from  the  operator  of  a  passenger 
excursion  vessel  who  felt  that  because  of 
the  possibility  of  confusion  and  a  blind¬ 
ing  effect  in  congested  harbors,  the  Coast 
Guard  should  further  study  the  flashing 
amber  light  before  proposing  its  adop¬ 
tion.  The  Coast  Guard  believes  that  the 
experiments  conducted  sufficiently  an¬ 
swer  this  objection. 

The  Coast  Guard,  upon  review  of  all 
comments  received,  believes  that  the 
safety  of  navigation  in  the  western  rivers 
and  the  Gulf  Intracoastal  Waterway  will 
be  strongly  enhanced  by  the  adoption 
of  this  change  to  the  regulations. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  Parts 
80  and  95  of  Title  33  of  the  Code  of  Fed¬ 
eral  Regulations  are  amended  as  follows: 

1.  By  revising  paragraphs  (b)  and  (j) 
of  §  80.16a  to  read  as  follows: 

§  80.16a  Lights  for  barges,  eanal  bouts, 
seows  and  otlier  nondescript  vessels 
on  certain  inland  >vaters  on  the  Gulf 
Coast  and  the  Gulf  Intracoastal 
WaterM-ay. 

•  *  •  •  * 

(b)  When  one  or  more  barges,  canal- 
boats,  scows,  or  other  vessels  of  non¬ 
descript  type  not  otherwise  provided  for, 
are  being  towed  by  pushing  ahead  of  a 
steam  vessel,  or  by  a  combination  of 
pushing  ahead  and  towing  alongside  of 
a  steam  vessel,  such  tow  shall  be  lighted 
by  a  flashing  amber  light  at  the  extreme 
forward  end  of  the  tow,  so  placed  as  to  be 
as  nearly  as  practicable  on  the  centerline 
of  the  tow,  a  green  light  on  the  starboard 
side  of  the  tow,  so  placed  as  to  mark  the 
maximum  projection  of  the  tow  to  star¬ 
board,  and  a  red  light  on  the  port  side 
of  the  tow,  so  placed  as  to  mark  the 
maximum  projection  of  the  tow  to  port. 
•  •  •  •  • 

(j)  The  amber  light  shall  flash  50  to  70 
times  per  minute  and  be  so  constructed 
as  to  show  a  uniform  light  over  an  arc 
of  the  horizon  of  20  points  of  the  com¬ 
pass,  so  fixed  as  to  show  the  light  10 
points  on  each  side  of  the  tow,  namely, 
from  right  ahead  to  2  points  abaft  the 
beam  on  either  side,  and  of  such  charac¬ 
ter  as  to  be  visible  at  a  distance  of  at 
least  2  miles. 

•  •  •  •  • 

2.  By  revising  paragraphs  (a)  and  (d) 
of  §  95.29  to  read  as  follows: 


§  95.29  Lights  for  barges  towed  ahead  or 
alongside. 

(a)  When  one  or  more  barges  are 
being  towed  by  pushing  ahead  of  a  steam 
vessel,  or  by  a  combination  of  pushing 
ahead  and  towing  alongside  of  a  steam 
vessel,  such  tow  shall  be  lighted  by  a 
flashing  amber  light  at  the  extreme  for¬ 
ward  end  of  the  tow,  so  placed  as  to  be 
as  nearly  as  practicable  on  the  center- 
line  of  the  tow,  a  green  light  on  the 
starboard  side  of  the  tow,  so  placed  as 
to  mark  the  maximum  projection  of  the 
tow  to  starboard,  and  a  red  light  on  the 
port  side  of  the  tow,  so  placed  as  to 
mark  the  maximum  projection  of  the 
tow  to  port. 

•  •  *  •  * 

(d)  The  amber  light  shall  flash  50  to 
70  times  per  minute  and  be  so  con¬ 
structed  as  to  show  a  uniform  light  over 
an  arc  of  the  horizon  of  20  points  of 
the  compass,  so  fixed  as  to  show  the  light 
10  points  on  each  side  of  the  tow,  namely, 
from  right  ahead  to  2  points  abaft  the 
beam  on  either  side,  and  of  such  charac¬ 
ter  as  to  be  visible  at  a  distance  of  at 
least  2  miles. 

•  •  *  •  • 

Effective  date.  This  amendment  is  ef¬ 
fective  September  1, 1972. 

(R.S.  4233A,  as  amended,  sec.  2,  30  Stat.  102, 
as  amended,  sec.  6(b)(1),  80  Stat.  937;  33 
U.S.C.  353,  157,  49  U.S.C.  1655(b)(1):  46 
CFR  1.46(b) ) 

Dated:  June  30, 1972. 

C.  R.  Bender, 

Admiral.  U.S.  Coast  Guard. 

Commandant. 

[FR  Doc.72-10386  FUed  7-6-72;8:48  am] 


SUBCHAPTER  S — BOATING  SAFETY 
[CGD  72-71R] 

PART  177— CORRECTION  OF  ES¬ 
PECIALLY  HAZARDOUS  CONDITIONS 

Action  to  Correct  Especially  Hazardous 
Conditions 

The  purpose  of  these  amendments  to 
Chapter  I  of  Title  33,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  is  to  add — 

(1)  A  new  Subchapter  S  which  will 
eventually  contain  the  regulations  im¬ 
plementing  the  Federal  Boat  Safety  Act 
of  1971  (85  Stat.  213;  46  U.S.C.  1451, 
et  seq.) ;  and 

(2)  A  new  Part  177  in  Subchapter  S 
to  implement  section  13  of  the  Act. 

A  notice  of  proposed  rule  making  was 
published  in  the  April  19,  1972,  issue  of 
the  Federal  Register  (37  F.R.  7750) 
proposing  the  criteria  for  especially 
hazardous  and  unsafe  conditions  and 
the  actions  required  by  an  operator  of  a 
boat  who  is  directed  by  a  boarding  of¬ 
ficer  to  correct  these  conditions.  On 
May  17,  1972,  a  public  hearing  was  held 
at  U.S.  Coast  Guard  headquarters  in 
Washington,  D.C.,  to  receive  toe  views  of 
interested  persons  on  the  proposed  reg¬ 
ulations.  No  person  made  a  statement 
or  presented  views  concerning  the  pro¬ 
posed  regulations  at  the  public  hearing. 
Three  written  comments  from  interested 
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persons  were  received  in  response  to  the 
notice.  One  conunent  supported  the  pro¬ 
posal.  One  comment  supported  the  con¬ 
cept  of  the  proposed  regulations  al¬ 
though  the  writer  was  concerned  that 
provisions  of  the  Federal  Boat  Safety 
Act  might  prohibit  him  from  sailing  in 
brisk  wind.  Sailing  under  adverse 
weather  conditions  was  not  proposed  as 
an  unsafe  condition  but  is  prohibited 
by  the  Federal  Boat  Safety  Act  of  1971 
if  it  amounts  to  the  use  of  a  vessel  in  a 
negligent  manner  so  as  to  endanger  the 
life,  limb,  or  property  of  any  person. 

The  third  commenter,  who  represented 
four  major  boating  industry  associations, 
supported  the  proposal  but  siiggested 
deleting  the  proposed  exception  in 
§  173.01  for  foreign  boats  temporarily 
using  waters  subject  to  U.S.  jurisdiction. 
The  commenter  stated  that  it  is  a  clearly 
recognized  principle  of  intemationsd  law 
that  a  State  may  regulate  activities 
within  its  jurisdiction  and  there  is  no 
need  to  give  comity  to  foreign  jurisdic¬ 
tions  when  boats  are  being  used  im¬ 
properly  in  U.S.  waters.  The  suggestion 
is  not  adopted  because  of  the  applicabil¬ 
ity  of  the  Federal  Boat  Safety  Act  which 
states: 

This  Act,  except  those  sections  where  the 
content  expressly  Indicates  otherwise,  does 
not  apply  to— 

(1)  Foreign  vessels  temporarily  using  wa¬ 
ters  subject  to  U.S.  Jurisdiction  •  •  • 

Section  13  of  the  Act,  upon  which 
these  rules  are  based,  does  not  expressly 
Indicate  that  it  applies  to  foreign  ves¬ 
sels  temporarily  using  waters  subject  to 
U.S.  jurisdiction.  Furthermore,  foreign 
vessels  temporarily  using  waters  subject 
to  U.S.  juri^iction  are  exempt  under  the 
Act  from  certain  standards  and  require¬ 
ments  for  installation,  carrying,  or  using 
associated  equipment.  It  should  be  noted, 
however,  that  foreign  vessels  are  not  ex¬ 
cepted  from  all  provisions  of  the  act. 
Section  12(d)  states: 

No  person  may  use  a  vessel.  Including  one 
otherwise  exempted  by  section  4(c)  of  this 
Act,  In  a  negligent  manner  so  as  to  endanger 
the  life,  Umb,  or  property  of  any  person. 
Violations  of  this  subsection  Involving  use 
which  Is  grossly  negligent,  subject  the  vio¬ 
lator,  In  addition  to  any  other  penalties 
prescribed  In  this  Act,  to  the  criminal  penal¬ 
ties  prescribed  In  section  34. 

The  Boating  Safety  Advisory  Council 
has  been  consulted  and  its  opinions  and 
advice  have  been  considered  in  the  form¬ 
ulation  of  these  regulations.  The  tran¬ 
script  of  the  proceedings  of  the  meeting 
of  the  Boating  Safety  Advisory  Council 
at  which  these  regulations  w’ere  dis¬ 
cussed  is  available  for  examination  in 
room  6240,  U.S.  Coast  Guard  Head¬ 
quarters,  Department  of  Transportation 
Headquarters  Building,  400  Seventh 
Street  SW.,  Washington,  DC  20590.  The 
minutes  of  the  meeting  are  available 
from  the  Executive  Director,  Boating 
Safety  Advisory  Coimcil  at  this  address. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  the 
propiosed  regulations  are  adopted  and  set 
forth  below,  subject  to  the  following 
changes: 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 

1.  Subchapter  S  is  established  to  follow 
reserved  Part  169  and  to  contain  Parts 
170  through  189.  Parts  170  through  176 
and  178  and  189  are  reserved. 

2.  The  amendments  in  this  document 
are  redesignated  in  Part  177  instead  of, 
as  proposed,  in  Part  173. 

3.  Section  177.03(a)  (proposed  as 
§  173.03(a) )  is  corrected  by  inserting  the 
codification  for  the  Federal  Boat  Safety 
Act  of  1971. 

4.  Section  177.07  (a),  (d),  and  (e) 
(proposed  as  §  173.07  (a),  (d),  and  (e)) 
are  corrected  by  inserting  the  word 
“Subpart”  in  the  citations  referred  to 
in  each  paragraph. 

Effective  date.  These  amendments  are 
effective  August  7,  1972. 

Dated:  Jime  30. 1972. 

C.  R.  Bender, 

Admiral,  U.S.  Coast  Guard. 

Commandant. 

Sec. 

177.01  Purpose  and  applicabUlty. 

177.03  Definitions. 

177.05  Action  to  correct  an  especially  haz¬ 
ardous  condition. 

177.07  Other  unsafe  conditions. 

177.09  Penalties. 

Authority:  The  provisions  of  this  Part 
177  Issued  under  sec.  39,  85  Stat.  228,  46 
U.S.C.  1488;  49  CFR  1.46(o)(l). 

§177.01  Purpose  and  applicability. 

This  part  prescribes  rules  to  imple¬ 
ment  section  13  of  the  Federal  Boat 
Safety  Act  of  1971  which  governs  the 
correction  of  especially  hazardous  c<mi- 
ditlons  on  boats  using  waters  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States  and 
on  the  high  seas  beyond  the  territorial 
seas  for  boats  owned  in  the  United 
States,  except  operators  of — 

(a)  Foreign  boats  temporarily  using 
waters  subject  to  United  States  jurisdic¬ 
tion; 

(b)  Military  or  public  boats  of  the 
United  States,  except  recreational-type 
public  boats; 

(c)  A  boat  whose  owner  is  a  State  or 
subdivision  thereof,  which  is  us^  prin¬ 
cipally  for  governmental  purposes  and 
which  is  clearly  identifiable  as  such; 

(d)  Ship’s  lifeboats. 

§  177.03  Definitions. 

As  used  in  this  part: 

(a)  “Act”  means  the  Federal  Boat 
Safety  Act  of  1971  (85  Stat.  213;  46  U.S.C. 
1451,  et  seq.). 

(b)  “Boat"  means  any  vessel — 

(1)  Manufactured  or  used  primarily 
for  noncommercial  use;  or 

(2)  Leased,  rented,  or  chartered  to 
another  for  the  latter’s  noncommercial 
use;  or 

(3)  Engaged  In  the  carrying  of  six  or 
fewer  passengers. 

(c)  “Coast  Guard  Boarding  Oflacer” 
means  a  commissioned,  warrant,  or  petty 
officer  of  the  Coast  Guard  having  author¬ 
ity  to  board  any  vessel  under  the  Act  of 
August  4.  1949,  63  Stat.  502,  as  amended 
(14  U.S.C.  89). 

(d)  “Operator”  means  the  person  who 
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is  in  control  or  in  charge  of  a  boat  while 
it  is  in  use. 

(e)  “Use”  means  operate,  navigate,  or 
employ. 

(f )  “Vessel”  includes  every  description 
of  watercraft,  other  than  a  seaplane  on 
the  water,  used  or  capable  of  being  used 
as  a  means  of  transportation  on  the 
water. 

§  177.05  Action  to  correct  an  especially 
hazardous  condition. 

An  operator  of  a  boat  who  is  directed 
by  a  Coast  Guard  Boarding  Officer  to 
take  immediate  and  reasonable  steps 
necessary  for  the  safety  of  those  aboard 
the' vessel,  vmder  section  13  of  the  Act, 
shall  follow  the  direction  of  the  Board¬ 
ing  Officer,  which  may  include  direction 
to— 

(a)  Correct  the  especially  hazardous 
condition  immediately; 

(b)  Proceed  to  a  mooring,  dock,  or 
anchorage;  or 

(c)  Suspend  further  use  of  the  boat 
until  the  especially  hazardous  condition 
is  corrected. 

§  177.07  Ollier  unsafe  conditions. 

For  the  purpose  of  section  13  of  the 
Act,  “other  unsafe  condition”  means  a 
boat — 

(a)  Does  not  display  the  navigation 
lights  prescribed  by  46  CFR  25.05  be¬ 
tween  sunset  and  sunrise; 

(b)  Has  fuel  leakage  from  either  the 
fuel  system  or  engine; 

(c)  Has  an  accumulation  of  fuel  in  the 
bilges  or  a  compartment  other  than  a 
fuel  tank; 

(d)  Does  not  meet  the  ventilation  re¬ 
quirements  for  tanks  and  engine  spaces 
prescribed  by  46  CFR  Subpart  25.40;  or 

(e)  Does  not  meet  the  requirements 
for  backfire  flame  control  prescribed  by 
46  CFR  Subpart  25.35. 

§  177.09  Penalties. 

An  operator  of  a  boat  who  does  not  fol¬ 
low  the  directions  of  a  Coast  Guard 
Boarding  Officer  prescribed  in  §  177.05  Is, 
in  addition  to  any  other  penalty  pre¬ 
scribed  by  law,  subject  to — 

(a)  The  criminal  penalties  of  section 
34  of  the  Federal  Boat  Safety  Act  of  1971 
which  provides  that  “Any  person  who 
willfully  violates  section  12(c)  of  this  Act 
or  the  regulations  Issued  thereunder  shall 
be  lined  not  more  than  $1,000  for  each 
violation  or  imprisoned  not  more  than 
1  year,  or  both,”  and 

(b)  The  civil  penalties  of  subsection 
35(b)  of  the  Federal  Boat  Safety  Act  of 
1971  which  provides  “In  addition  to  any 
other  penalty  prescribed  by  law  any  per¬ 
son  who  violates  any  other  provision  of 
this  Act  or  the  regulations  issued  there¬ 
under  shall  be  liable  to  a  civil  penalty  of 
not  more  than  $500  for  each  violation.  If 
the  violation  involves  the  use  of  a  vessel, 
the  vessel,  except  as  exempted  by  sub¬ 
section  4(c)  of  this  Act,  shall  be  liable 
and  may  be  proceeded  against  in  the  dis¬ 
trict  court  of  any  district  in  which  the 
vessel  may  be  found.” 

[FR  Doc.72-10385  FUed  7-6-72;8:4«  am) 
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RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


Title  40— PROTECTION 
OF  ENVIRONMENT 

Chapter  I — Environmental  Protection 
Agency 

SUBCHAPTER  E— PESTICIDES  PROGRAMS 
PART  180— TOLERANCES  AND  EX¬ 
EMPTIONS  FROM  TOLERANCES  FOR 

PESTICIDE  CHEMICALS  IN  OR  ON 

RAW  AGRICULTURAL  COMMODI¬ 
TIES 

sec-Butylamine 

A  petition  (PP  1P1157)  was  filed  by 
Elanco  Products  Co.,  Division  of  Eli  Lilly 
&  Co.,  Indianapolis,  Indiana  46206  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  provisions  of  the  Federal 
Pood,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (21  U.S.C. 
346a),  proposing  establishment  of  toler¬ 
ances  for  residues  of  the  fimgicide  2- 
aminobutane  in  or  on  the  raw  agricul¬ 
tural  commodities  citrus  fruit  at  50  parts 
per  million;  kidney  of  cattle  at  3  parts 
per  million;  and  fat,  liver,  meat,  and  milk 
of  cattle  at  0.75  parts  per  million. 

Subsequently  the  petitioner  amended 
the  petition  by  revising  the  chemical 
identification  of  the  fungicide  and  re¬ 
ducing  the  proposed  50  parts  per  million 
tolerance  for  residues  in  or  on  citrus 
fruit  to  30  parts  per  million. 

Based  on  consideration  given  data  sub¬ 
mitted  in  the  petition  and  other  relevant 
material,  it  is  concluded  that: 

1.  The  fimgicide  is  useful  for  the  pin- 
pose  for  which  the  tolerances  are  being 
established. 

2.  Proposed  tolerances  for  residues  in 
fat,  liver,  kidney,  meat,  and  milk  of 
cattle  are  adequate  to  cover  residues 
from  the  proposed  uses.  The  uses  are  in 
the  category  specified  in  S  180.6(a)  (1). 

3.  The  tolerances  established  by  this 
order  will  protect  the  public  health. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  provisions  of 
the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act  (sec.  408(d)(2),  68  Stat.  512;  21 
n.S.C.  346a(d)  (2) ),  the  authority  trans¬ 


ferred  to  the  Administrator  of  the  En¬ 
vironmental  Protection  Agency  (35  FJl. 
15623),  and  the  authority  delegated  by 
the  Administrator  to  the  Deputy  Assis¬ 
tant  Administrator  for  Pesticides  Pro¬ 
grams  (36  FJl.  9038),  Part  180  is 
amended  by  adding  the  following  new 
section  to  Subpart  C: 

§  180.321  spr-Rulyluininr ;  tolcranrm 

for  residues. 

Tolerances  are  established  for  residues 
of  the  fungicide  sec-butylamine  in  or  on 
raw  agricultural  commodities  as  follows: 

30  parts  per  million  in  or  on  citrus  fruit 
(from  postharvest  application). 

3  parts  per  million  in  kidney  of  cattle. 

0.75  part  per  million  in  milk  and  meat, 
fat,  and  meat  byproducts  of  cattle  (ex¬ 
cept  kidney). 

Any  person  who  will  be  adversely  af¬ 
fected  by  the  foregoing  order  may  at  any 
time  within  30  days  after  its  date  of  pub¬ 
lication  in  the  Federal  Register  file  with 
the  Hearing  Clerk,  Environmental  Pro¬ 
tection  Agency,  Room  3125,  South  Agri¬ 
culture  Building,  12th  Street  and  Inde¬ 
pendence  Avenue  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20460,  written  objections  thereto  in  quin- 
tuplicate.  Objections  shall  show  wherein 
the  person  filing  will  be  adversely  affected 
by  the  order  and  specify  with  particular¬ 
ity  the  provisions  of  the  order  deemed  ob¬ 
jectionable  and  the  grounds  for  the  ob¬ 
jections.  If  a  hearing  is  requested,  the  ob¬ 
jections  must  state  the  issues  for  the 
hearing.  A  hearing  wiU  be  granted  if  the 
objections  are  supported  by  grounds 
legally  suflBcient  to  justify  the  relief 
sought.  Objections  may  be  accompanied 
by  a  memorandum  or  brief  in  support 
thereof. 

Effective  date.  This  order  shall  become 
effective  on  its  date  of  publication  in 
the  Federal  Register  (7-7-72). 

(Sec.  408(d)(2),  68  Stat.  512;  21  T7.S.C.  346a 
(cl)(2)) 

Dated:  June  29, 1972. 

William  M.  Upholt, 
Deputy  Assistant  Administrator 
for  Pesticides  Programs. 

[FR  Doc.72-10400  Piled  7-6-72:8:49  am] 


Title  50— WILDLIFE  AND 
FISHERIES 

Chapter  I — Bureau  of  Sport  Fisheries 

and  Wildlife,  Fish  and  Wildlife 

Service,  Department  of  the  Interior 

PART  32— HUNTING 

Laguna  Atascosa  National  Wildlife 
Refuge,  Tex. 

The  following  special  regulation  is  is¬ 
sued  and  is  effective  on  date  of  publica¬ 
tion  in  the  Federal  Register  (7-7-72) . 

§  32.32  Special  regulations;  big  game; 
for  individual  wildlife  refuge  areas. 

Texas 

LAGUNA  ATASCOSA  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE 
REFUGE 

Public  hunting  of  deer  on  the  Laguna 
Atascosa  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  Tex., 
is  permitted  only  on  the  area  designated 
by  signs  as  open  to  hunting.  This  open 
area,  comprising  19,240  acres,  is  deline¬ 
ated  on  maps  available  at  refuge  head¬ 
quarters,  Harlingen,  Tex.,  and  from  the 
Regional  Director,  Bureau  of  Sport 
Fisheries  and  Wildlife,  Post  OfBce  Box 
1306,  Albuquerque,  NM  87103.  Hunting 
shall  be  In  accordance  with  all  appli¬ 
cable  State  regulations  covering  the 
archery  hunt  of  deer  subject  to  the  fol¬ 
lowing  special  conditions: 

(1)  Hunting  with,  or  possession  of, 
weapons  other  than  long  bow  is  not 
permitted. 

(2)  The  open  season  for  hunting  deer 
on  the  refuge  is  from  12  noon  Friday 
through  one-half  hour  after  sunset  Sun¬ 
day  each  full  weekend  in  October. 

(3)  The  bag  limit  is  one  deer  of  either 
sex. 

(4)  Target  and  field  arrows  are  not 
permitted. 

(5)  Hunters  must  check  in  and  out 
each  day  of  the  hunt  at  the  Laguna  Ata¬ 
scosa  Field  Office,  which  will  be  open  1  >4 
hours  before  sunrise  to  1T4  hours  after 
sunset. 
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Permits  will  be  issued  and  collected  at 
this  point.  Every  deer  must  be  checked 
out  at  this  point. 

(6)  Vehicles  will  not  be  permitted  off 
refuge  roads  or  beyond  blocked  oB  gates. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplement  the  regiilations  which 
govern  himtlng  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally  which  are  set  forth  in  Title  SO. 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part  32,  and 
are  effective  through  October  29, 1972. 

Carrell  L.  Ryan, 
Refuge  Manager,  Laguna  Ata^ 
scosa  National  Wildlife  Ref¬ 
uge,  San  Benito,  Texas, 

May  31. 1972. 

tra  Doc.72-10370  Filed  7-6-72;8:46  am] 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 

PART  70— NATIONAL  FISH 
HATCHERIES 

Allegheny  National  Fish  Hatchery,  Pa. 

The  following  special  regulation  is  Is¬ 
sued  and  is  effective  on  date  of  publica¬ 
tion  in  the  Federal  Register  (7-7-72). 

§  70.6  Public  acccso,  use,  and  recreation. 
Pennsylvania 

ALLEGHENY  NATIONAL  FISH  HATCHERY 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Federal 
property  bordering  the  west  bank  of  the 
Allegheny  River  immediately  below  the 
Klnzua  Dam  on  which  the  Allegheny 
National  Fish  Hatchery  will  be  con- 
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structed  will  be  closed  to  the  general  pub¬ 
lic  and  all  imauthorlzed  persons  begin¬ 
ning  July  17.  1972,  and  continuing  until 
such  time  as  construction  is  completed. 
This  action  Is  necessary  in  the  Interest  of 
public  safety  and  to  avoid  undue  interfer¬ 
ence  with  construction  activities.  The 
land  closed  upon  publication  of  this  no¬ 
tice  in  accordance  with  Title  50,  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations,  $  70.6  Is  duly  des¬ 
ignated  by  posting. 

Richard  E.  GRimTH. 

Regional  Director,  Bureau  of 
Sport  Fisheries  and  Wildlife. 

(FR  Doc.72-10369  Filed  7-6-72;8:46  ami 
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Proposed  Rule  Making 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Office  of  Education 
[45  CFR  Part  131  1 

COLLEGE  LIBRARY  RESOURCES 
PROGRAM 

Proposed  Extension  of  Financial 

Assistance  to  Preparation  Costs 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  contained 
in  Title  n.  Part  A  of  the  Higher  Educa¬ 
tion  Act  of  1965  as  amended  (20  U.S.C. 
1021-28) ,  notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
Commissioner  of  Education,  with  the  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  Secretary  of  Health,  Edu¬ 
cation,  and  Welfare,  proposes  to  amend 
Part  131  of  Title  45  of  the  Code  of  Fed¬ 
eral  Regulations  by  adding  a  new  §131.2 
(u)  which  is  set  forth  below.  The  new 
I>aragraph  would  allow  grant  assistance 
to  be  Ui^  for  various  preparation  costs 
involved  in  the  acquisition  by  grantees 
under  Part  131  of  books  and  other  mate¬ 
rials  to  be  used  for  library  purposes. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  comments,  suggestions,  or 
objections  regarding  the  new  paragraph 
to  the  Director,  Division  of  Library  Pro¬ 
grams,  Bureau  of  libraries  and  Educa¬ 
tional  Technology,  Room  5680,  Regional 
Office  Building  No.  3,  7th  and  D  Streets 
SW.,  Washington,  DC  20202.  Such  re¬ 
sponses  to  this  notice  will  be  available 
for  public  Inspection  at  the  above  office 
on  Mondays  through  Fridays  between 
8  am.  and  4:30  pm.  All  relevant  material 
received  not  later  than  30  days  after  the 
publicaticm  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register  will  be  considered. 

Dated:  Jime  13,  1972. 

S.  P.  Marland,  Jr., 

UJS.  Commissioner  of  Education. 

Approved:  June  29,  1972. 

Elliot  L.  Richardson, 

Secretary,  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare. 

Part  131  of  Chapter  I  of  Title  45  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulati(ms  is 
amended  by  adding  a  new  paragraph  (u) 
to  §  131.2,  as  follows: 

§  131.2  Definitions. 

«  «  *  «  • 

(u)  “Acquisition  of  books  and  other 
materials  to  be  used  for  library  pur¬ 
poses”  means  the  purchase,  lease-pur¬ 
chase,  or  straight  lease  of  such  books 
and  other  materials  and  includes  the 
necessary  costs  of  ordering,  processing, 
and  cataloging  such  books  and  other 
materials  and  delivery  of  them  to  the 
initial  place  at  which  they  are  to  be 
available  for  use.  Such  term  does  not 
include  the  rebinding  or  repair  of  such 
books  and  other  materials. 

[FR  Doc.72-10410  Piled  7-6-72;8:50  ami 


DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

Coast  Guard 

[  46  CFR  Parts  25,  33,  75,  94,  180, 
1921 

JCGD  72-124W] 

LIFE  PRESERVER  RESCUE  LIGHTS 

Withdrawal  of  Notice  of  Proposed 

Rule  Making 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  with¬ 
draw  Item  9  of  the  Coast  Guard’s  notice 
of  proposed  rule  making  CGFR  72-37 
(37  F.R.  4293,  Mar.  1,  1972;  Marine 
Safety  Coimcil  Public  Hearing  Agenda, 
Mar.  27,  1972,  Item  9)  wherein  the 
Coast  Guard  solicited  comments  on 
amendments  under  consideration  in 
Parts  25,  33,  75,  94,  180,  and  192  of  Title 
46  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations 
whereby  a  small  battery-powered  light 
would  be  required  to  be  attached  to  each 
life  preserver  on  all  inspected  vessels,  all 
commercial  fishing  vessels,  and  on  other 
iininspected  vessels  (except  yachts)  over 
65  feet  in  length  operating  offshore  or  on 
the  Great  Lakes. 

The  reason  for  the  withdrawal  is  that 
comments  received  at  the  public  hearing 
on  March  27,  1972  and  in  written  com¬ 
munications  from  interested  parties 
raise  points  which  require  further  study 
prior  to  going  ahead  with  this  proposal. 
After  further  study  by  the  Coast  Guard, 
this  item  will  be  reintroduced  in  the  form 
of  a  notice  of  proposed  rule  making  to  be 
published  in  the  Federal  Register. 

The  rule  making  action  is  thus  post¬ 
poned  rather  than  terminated. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  Item 
9  of  the  notice  of  proposed  rule  making 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  (37 
FR.  4293,  Mar.  1,  1972)  entiUed  “Ufe 
Preserver  Rescue  Lights,"  is  hereby  with¬ 
drawn. 

(46  U.S.C.  375,  416,  626p) 

Dated:  June  30, 1972. 

C.  R.  Bender, 
Admiral,  U.S.  Coast  Guard, 
Commandant. 

[PR  Doc.72-10387  Piled  7-e-72:8:48  am] 


Federal  Aviation  Administration 
[14  CFR  Port  71  ] 

I  Airspace  Docket  No.  72-SO-67) 

TRANSITION  AREA 
Proposed  Designation 
The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
is  considering  an  amendment  to  Part  71 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  that 
would  designate  the  Portland,  Tenn., 
transition  area. 


Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data,  views  or  arguments  as  they 
may  desire.  Commimlcations  should  be 
submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  Southern  Re¬ 
gion,  Air  Traffic  Division,  Post  Office  Box 
20636,  Atlanta,  GA  30320.  All  commimi- 
cations  received  within  30  days  after  pub¬ 
lication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register  will  be  considered  before  action 
is  taken  on  the  proposed  amendment.  No 
hearing  is  contemplated  at  this  time,  but 
arrangements  for  informal  conferences 
with  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
officials  may  be  made  by  contacting  the 
Chief,  Airspace  and  Procedures  Branch. 
Any  data,  views,  or  arguments  presented 
during  such  conferences  must  also  be 
submitted  in  writing  in  accordance  with 
this  notice  in  order  to  become  part  of  the 
record  for  consideration.  TTie  proposal 
contained  in  this  notice  may  be  changed 
in  light  of  comments  received. 

The  official  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  at  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  South¬ 
ern  Region,  Room  724,  3400  Whipple 
Street,  East  Point,  GA. 

The  Portland  transition  area  would  be 
designated  as: 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  7-mlle  radius 
of  Portland  Municipal  Airport  (lat.  36 *36 '37” 
N.,  long.  86*28'39”  W.);  within  6  miles  each 
side  of  Bowling  Green  VOR  184*  radial  ex¬ 
tending  from  the  7-mUe-radlus  area  to  11.5 
miles  south  of  the  VOR. 


The  proposed  designation  is  required 
to  provide  controlled  airspace  protection 
for  IFR  operations  at  Portland  Municipal 
Airport.  A  prescribed  instrument  ap¬ 
proach  procedure  to  this  airport,  utilizing 
the  Bowling  Green,  Ky.,  VOR,  is  pro¬ 
posed  in  conjunction  with  the  designa¬ 
tion  of  this  transition  area. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under  the 
authority  of  sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a) ) 
and  of  sec.  6(c)  of  the  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c)). 


Issued  in  East  Point,  Ga.,  on  June  28, 
1972. 


Duane  W.  PTieer, 

Acting  Director,  Southern  Region. 


[PR  Doc.72-10383  Piled  7-6-72:8:47  am] 


National  Highway  Traffic  Safety 
Administration 

[49  CFR  Part  571  1 

[Docket  No.  69-18;  Notice  10] 

LAMPS,  REFLECTIVE  DEVICES,  AND 
ASSOCIATED  EQUIPMENT 

Warpage  Test  for  Plastic  Lenses 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  pro¬ 
pose  an  amendment  of  Motor  Vehicle 
Safety  Standards  No.  108  and  No.  108a 
to  delete  the  requirement  of  the  warpage 
test  for  plastic  lenses  used  on  lamps. 
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Paragraph  S4.1.2  of  the  standards  re¬ 
quires  that  “Except  for  a  stoplamp  lens  or 
a  backup  lamp  lens  (on  vehicles  manu¬ 
factured  on  or  after  January  1,  1973) 
each  plastic  lens  shall  conform  to  Sec¬ 
tion  L,  ‘Warpage  Test  Devices  With 
Plastic  Lenses’  of  SAE  Standard 
J575d  *  •  *’’  The  referenced  SAE 
standard  states  that  at  the  conclusion  of 
the  test,  no  warpage  shall  be  evidenced 
such  as  will  “affect  the  proper  fimction- 
ing  of  the  device.” 

There  is  evidently  considerable  im- 
certalnty  over  the  question  of  what  ob¬ 
jective  standard,  if  any,  should  be  ap¬ 
plied  to  clarify  the  meaning  of  “affect 
the  proper  fimctioning.”  Lens  warpage 
has  not  come  to  the  attention  of  the 
NHTSA  as  an  area  of  performance  de¬ 
terioration  that  has  caused  significant 
safety  problems.  If  serious  problems  of 
this  nature  should  arise  in  the  future, 
they  could  be  remedially  dealt  with  as 
safety-related  defects  imder  section  113 
of  the  National  Trafllc  and  Motor  Vehicle 
Safety  Act,  and  steps  could  be  taken  to 
develop  and  promulgate  an  objective  test. 
At  this  time,  the  cost  of  regulation  ap¬ 
pears  to  outweigh  the  benefits.  For  these 
reasons,  it  is  hereby  proposed  that  the 
lens  warpage  tests  be  deleted  from  the 
lighting  standard. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing, 
Standards  Nos.  108  and  108a,  Lamps,  Re¬ 
flective  Devices,  and  Associated  Equip¬ 
ment,  49  CFR  571.108  and  571.108a, 
would  be  amended  as  follows: 

1.  The  last  two  sentences  of  S4.1.2 
would  be  deleted. 

2.  A  new  S5.3  would  be  added  to  read: 

S5.3  Requirements  of  SAE  standards 

incorporated  by  reference  in  this  stand¬ 
ard  shall  not  include  tests  for  warpage 
of  devices  with  plastic  lenses. 


Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  data,  views,  and  arguments  concern¬ 
ing  the  propos^  amendment.  Comments 
should  identify  the  docket  number,  and 
be  submitted  to:  Docket  Section,  National 
Highway  Traffic  Safety  Administration, 
Room  5221,  400  7th  Street  SW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  DC  20590.  It  is  requested,  but  not 
required,  that  10  copies  be  submitted. 

All  comments  received  before  the  close 
of  business  on  September  4,  1972,  will  be 
considered  and  will  be  available  for  ex¬ 
amination  both  before  and  after  the 
closing  date.  To  the  extent  possible,  com¬ 
ments  filed  after  the  above  date  will  also 
be  considered  by  the  Administration. 
However,  the  rule  making  action  may 
proceed  at  any  time  after  that  date,  and 
comments  received  after  the  closing  date 
and  too  late  for  consideration  in  regard 
to  the  action  will  be  treated  as  sugges¬ 
tions  for  future  rule  making.  Relevant 
material  will  continue  to  be  filed,  as  it 
becomes  available,  in  the  docket  after  the 
closing  date,  and  it  is  recommended  that 
interested  persons  continue  to  examine 
the  docket  for  new  materials. 

Proposed  effective  dates:  Standard  No. 
108:  The  date  of  publication  of  the 
amendment  in  the  Federal  Register. 
Standard  No.  108a:  January  1, 1973. 

This  notice  of  proposed  rule  making 
is  issued  imder  the  authority  of  sections 
103  and  119  of  the  National  Traffic  and 
Motor  Vehicle  Safety  Act  of  1966  (15 
U.S.C.  1392, 1407)  and  the  delegations  of 
authority  at  49  CFR  1.51  and  49  CFR 
501.8. 

Issued  on  June  30, 1972. 

Robert  L.  Carter, 
Associate  Administrator, 
Motor  Vehicle  Programs. 

IFR  Doc.72-10388  FUed  7-6-72:8:48  am] 
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OfRce  of  Pipeline  Safety 
[49  CFR  Part  1921 

[NoUce  72-3A;  Docket  No.  OPS-18] 

MARKING  REQUIREMENTS  FOR 

TRANSMISSION  LINES  AND  DISTRI¬ 
BUTION  MAINS 

Extension  of  Comment  Period 

On  May  19,  1972,  the  Department  of 
Transportation  issued  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making.  Notice  72-3;  Docket 
OPS-18  (37  FH.  10578,  May  25,  1972) 
proposing  an  amendment  to  Part  192 
which  would  modify  the  requirements 
for  marking  the  location  of  gas  trans¬ 
mission  lines  and  establish  new  marking 
requirements  for  distribution  mains.  The 
proposed  amendment  would  make  the 
marking  requirements  for  gas  pipelines 
consistent  with  the  requirements  of 
§  195.410  of  Title  49  for  the  marking  of 
liquid  pipelines. 

The  date  for  return  of  comments  was 
set  as  June  30,  1972.  Due  to  the  large 
number  of  comments  being  received  and 
since  many  persons  have  asked  for  an 
extension  of  time  to  adequately  prepare 
and  submit  comments,  the  date  for  sub¬ 
mission  of  comments  on  Notice  72-3  is 
extended  to  August  17, 1972. 

This  notice  is  Issued  under  the  author¬ 
ity  of  the  Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Safety 
Act  of  1968  (49  U.S.C.  sec.  1671,  et  seq.). 
Part  1  of  the  Regulations  of  the  Office 
of  the  Secretary  of  Transportation  (40 
CFR  Part  1),  and  the  delegation  of  au¬ 
thority  to  the  Director,  Office  of  Pipeline 
Safety,  dated  November  6,  1968  (33  F.R. 
16568). 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Jime  30, 
1972. 

Joseph  C.  Caldwell, 
Director, 

Office  of  Pipeline  Safety. 

[FR  Doc.72-10395  FUed  7-6-72:8:49  am] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  THE 
TREASURY 

Internal  Revenue  Service 

NOTICE  OF  GRANTING  OF  RELIEF 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  18  US.C.  925(c)  the  following  named 
persons  have  been  granted  relief  from 
disabilities  imposed  by  Federal  laws 
with  respect  to  the  acquisitiwi,  transfer, 
receipt,  shipment,  or  possession  of  fire¬ 
arms  incurred  by  reason  of  their  con¬ 
victions  of  crimes  pimishable  by  impris¬ 
onment  for  a  term  exceeding  1  year. 

It  has  been  established  to  my  satisfac¬ 
tion  that  the  circumstances  regarding 
the  convictions  and  each  applicant’s  rec¬ 
ord  and  reputation  are  such  that  the 
applicant  will  not  be  likely  to  act  in  a 
manner  dangerous  to  public  safety,  and 
that  the  granting  of  the  relief  will  not 
be  contrary  to  the  public  interest. 

Baxter,  John  Morris,  1646  Southwest  31st 
Street,  Oklahoma  City,  OK,  convicted  on 
September  19,  1962,  in  the  District  Court 
of  the  Seventh  Judicial  District  of  the 
State  of  Oklahoma. 

Davis,  WUllam  R.,  Route  6,  Box  261E,  Macon, 
OA,  convicted  on  May  11,  1970,  In  the 
Marengo  County  Circuit  Court,  Linden, 
Ala. 

Denson,  Frank  Elmer,  Jr.,  36966  Adobe  Drive, 
Fremont,  CA,  convicted  on  March  17,  1964, 
In  the  Ashley  County  Circuit  Court,  Ham¬ 
burg,  Ark. 

Oates,  Lewis  Martin,  6627  Southeast  77th 
Avenue,  Portland,  OR,  convicted  on  Au¬ 
gust  4,  1961,  in  the  Washington  County 
Circuit  Court,  HiUsboro,  Oreg.;  and  on 
May  18,  1963,  In  the  Imperial  County  Su¬ 
perior  Court,  El  Centro,  Calif. 

GUbey,  Lloyd  W..  Route  2,  Rush  City,  Minn., 
convicted  on  January  21,  1970,  In  the  Pine 
County  Municipal  Court,  Pine  City,  Minn. 
Gross,  Vernon  Tom,  Box  403,  Center  Point, 
TX,  convicted  on  April  24,  1946,  in  the 
District  Covirt,  38th  Judicial  District,  Kerr 
County,  Tex. 

Hanson,  Charles  A.,  3109  Southwest  40th, 
Des  Moines,  lA,  convicted  on  June  23, 1966, 
in  the  Polk  Co\mty  District  Coiu-t,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa. 

Inman,  Leslie  Giles,  1609  Southeast  86th 
Street,  Portland,  OR,  convicted  on  Decem¬ 
ber  20,  1965,  in  the  Circuit  Court  of  the 
State  of  Oregon  for  the  County  of  Mult¬ 
nomah. 

Jackson,  Arthur  Daniel,  Route  3,  Box  592, 
Sequlm,  WA,  convicted  on  October  18, 
1963,  in  the  Superior  Court  of  the  State  of 
Washington  for  Grant  County. 

Marsh,  David  Kepner,  Route  2.  Post  Office 
Box  1010,  Bend,  OR,  convicted  on  June  25, 
1969,  in  the  Circuit  Court  of  the  State  of 
Oregon  for  the  County  of  Deschutes. 
Mashbxum,  Bruce  Allen,  Route  1,  Box  122, 
Quincy,  WA,  convicted  on  December  20, 
1963,  and  on  August  28,  1964,  in  the  Su¬ 
perior  Court  of  the  State  of  Washington 
in  and  for  Grant  County;  and  on  Febru¬ 
ary  14,  1964,  In  the  Superior  Court  of  the 
State  of  Washington  in  and  for  Kittitas 
County. 


Notices 


Peters,  Theodore  Fillmore,  6276  Cholla  Av¬ 
enue,  Twentyntne  Palms,  CA,  convicted  on 
or  about  November  2,  1933,  in  a  court  In 
Jefferson  City,  Mo. 

Sheriff,  Ronald,  4137  Russell  Street,  Lorain, 
OH,  convicted  on  August  21,  1967,  in  the 
Court  of  Common  Pleas,  Lorain,  Ohio. 
Strait,  Robert  Elwood,  Jr.,  61  Woodstock 
Road,  Fayetteville,  PA,  convicted  on  July  2, 
1963,  in  the  Quarter  Sessions  Court  of 
Franklin  County,  Pa. 

Swift,  Sherdean  Ernest,  SR  3,  Box  856  CR, 
Jackson,  CA,  convicted  on  March  4,  1960, 
In  the  Latimer  Coimty  District  Coiu^, 
Port  Collins.  Colo. 

Taylor,  Jonah,  3017  Northeast  10th  Avenue, 
Portland,  OR,  convicted  on  May  26,  1937, 
in  the  District  Court  of  McLennan 
County,  Tex. 

Thompson,  Ford  Sidney,  Route  6,  Box  821, 
Martinsville,  VA,  convicted  on  May  4,  1954, 
in  the  U.S.  District  Court  for  the  Western 
District  of  Virginia. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  28th 
day  of  June  1972. 

[seal]  Rex  D.  Davis, 

Director,  Alcohol,  Tobacco 
and  Firearms  Division. 
[FR  Doc.72-10391  Filed  7-6-72;8:48  amj 


DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

Bureau  of  Narcotics  and  Dangerous 
Drugs 

SCHEDULES  OF  CONTROLLED 
SUBSTANCES 

Petitions  to  Remove  Levodesoxye- 

phedrine  From  Control  Accepted  for 

Filing 

On  April  11,  1972,  the  Bureau  of 
Narcotics  and  Dangerous  Drugs  received 
a  petition  for  the  initiation  of  proceed¬ 
ings  to  remove  the  levorotatory  isomer 
of  methamphetamine  from  Schedule  II 
of  the  Comprehensive  Drug  Abuse  Pre¬ 
vention  and  Control  Act  of  1970  (Public 
Law  91-513).  The  petitioner  is  Hexagon 
Laboratories,  Inc.,  a  basic  manufacturer 
of  that  substance. 

On  May  29,  1972,  the  Bureau  of  Nar¬ 
cotics  and  Dangerous  Drugs  received  a 
second  petition  for  the  initiation  of  such 
proceedings.  The  petitioner  is  Richard- 
son-Merrell,  Inc.,  the  primary  user  of 
that  substance. 

By  letters  dated  June  27,  1972,  the 
Bureau  notified  the  petitioners  that  the 
petitions  had  been  accepted  for  filing  in 
accordance  with  21  CFR  308.44(c).  The 
Bureau  is  presently  reviewing  and 
evaluating  the  petitions  in  order  to  deter¬ 
mine  whether  the  grounds  upon  which 
the  petitioners  rely  are  sufficient  to 
Justify  the  initiation  of  the  requested 
proceedings. 

If  and  when  the  Director  determines 
that  proceedings  should  be  initiated,  a 
general  notice  of  any  proposed  rule 


making  will  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

Dated:  June  28,  1972. 

John  E.  Ingersoll, 
Director,  Bureau  of  Narcotics 
and  Dangerous  Drugs. 
[FR  Doc.72-10392  Filed  7-«-72;8:49  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Commodity  Credit  Corporation 
SALES  OF  CERTAIN  COMMODITIES 
Monthly  Sales  List 

This  Monthly  Sales  List  for  the  fiscal 
year  ending  June  30, 1973,  is  issued  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  policy  of  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  issued  on  October  12, 
1954,  and  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  October  16,  1954  (19  F.R. 
6669) ,  and  amended  on  January  31, 1970 
(35  F.R.  1273),  and  on  June  3,  1970  (35 
F.R.  107).  This  Monthly  Sales  List  is 
effective  with  respect  to  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  (CCC)  commodity 
holdings,  which  are  available  for  sale, 
beginning  at  2:30  pjn.,  e.d.t.,  on  June  30, 
1972.  Sales  price  transitions  between 
successive  months  will  be  made  at  2:30 
pjn.  (Washington,  D.C.),  on  the  last 
CCC  business  day  of  each  month  unless 
otherwise  specified. 

This  Monthly  Sales  List  reflects  sales 
policy  for  the  beginning  month  of  the 
period  covered  by  the  list.  This  Monthly 
Sales  List  also  projects  the  beginning 
sales  policy  as  far  as  possible  into  the 
balance  of  the  fiscal  year  by  setting  forth 
prices  that  will  prevail  in  subsequent 
months  if  the  beginning  sales  policy  re¬ 
mains  unchanged.  The  inclusion  of 
projected  prices  for  subsequent  months 
is  intended  to  minimize  the  repetitive 
publication  of  price  information  and 
shall  not  be  construed  as  an  annual 
sales  policy  commitment  by  CCC.  This 
Monthly  Sales  List  will  be  amended  in 
the  Federal  Register  from  time  to  time 
during  the  fiscal  year  to  reflect  intra¬ 
month  and  end-of-month  changes. 

This  Monthly  Sales  List  sets  forth  the 
commodities  available  for  sale,  informa¬ 
tion  concerning  financing,  and  barter, 
the  pricing  baisis  on  which  sales  will  be 
made,  and  sources  from  which  further 
information  concerning  matters  de¬ 
scribed  in  this  paragraph  may  be  ob¬ 
tained.  This  list  is  issued  for  the  purpose 
of  public  information  and  does  not  con¬ 
stitute  an  offer  to  sell  by  CCC  or  an  in¬ 
vitation  for  offers  to  purchase  from  CCC. 

1.  General,  (a)  CCC  will  entertain  of¬ 
fers  from  responsible  buyers  for  the  pur¬ 
chase  of  any  commodity  in  this  Monthly 
Sales  List.  Offers  accepted  by  CCC  will 
be  subject  to  the  terms  and  conditions 
prescribed  by  CCC.  With  certain  excep¬ 
tions  such  terms  and  conditions  appear 


FEDERAL  REGISTER.  VOL  37,  NO.  131— FRIDAY,  JULY  7,  1972 


NOTICES 


13353 


in  published  regulations  and  in  pam¬ 
phlets  which  are  designated  as  an¬ 
nouncements.  The  identity  of  such 
announcements  are  with  certain  excep¬ 
tions,  stated  in  this  Monthly  Sales  List. 
The  announcements  may  be  obtained 
from  the  sources  describe  herein. 

(b)  CCXJ  reserves  the  right  to  refuse 
to  consider  an  offer  if  CCC  does  not  have 
adequate  information  of  financial  re¬ 
sponsibility  of  the  offeror  to  meet  con¬ 
tract  obligations  of  the  type  contem¬ 
plated  under  the  prospective  contract. 
If  a  prospective  offeror  is  in  doubt  as  to 
whether  CCC  has  adequate  information 
with  respect  to  his  financial  responsibil¬ 
ity,  he  should  either  submit  a  financial 
statement  to  the  office  named  to  receive 
offers  in  the  appropriate  annoimcement 
or  invitation  prior  to  making  an  offer  or 
communicate  with  such  office  to  deter¬ 
mine  whether  such  a  statement  is  desired 
in  his  case.  When  satisfactory  financial 
responsibility  has  not  been  established, 
CCC  reserves  the  right  to  consider  an 
offer  only  on  submission  by  offeror  of  a 
certified  or  cashier’s  check,  a  bid  bond, 
or  other  security,  acceptable  to  CCC,  as¬ 
suring  that  if  the  offer  is  accepted,  the 
offeror  will  comply  with  any  provisions 
of  the  contract  with  respect  to  payment 
for  the  commodity  and  the  furnishing  of 
a  performance  bond  or  other  security 
acceptable  to  CCC. 

(c)  CCC  will  entertain  offers  to  buy 
warehouse  stocks  of  grains  (except  rice) 
and  oilseeds  (except  peanuts)  for 
deferred  delivery  up  to  120  days  from  the 
date  of  sale.  Prices  of  such  sales  will 
be  in  accordance  with  the  CCC  Monthly 
Sales  List  in  effect  at  the  time  of  sale 
with  interest  beginning  for  the  accoimt 
of  the  buyer  the  day  after  the  date  of 
sale.  Such  sales  made  on  an  in-store 
delivery  basis  will  require  storage  to 
begin  for  the  accoimt  of  the  buyer  10 
days  after  the  date  of  sale.  Such  sales 
made  on  an  f.o.b.  delivery  basis  will  re¬ 
quire  storage  for  the  account  of  the 
buj’er  beginning  on  the  day  after  the 
date  of  sale.  No  cash  advance  will  be  re¬ 
quired  from  responsible  buyers,  but  buy¬ 
ers  will  be  required  to  furnish  CCC  an 
Irrevocable  letter  of  credit  covering  the 
purchase  price  plus  estimated  storage 
and  interest  to  the  end  of  the  delivery 
period.  Storage  charges  will  be  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  Uniform  Grain  Storage 
Agreement  rates.  Interest  to  date  of  pay¬ 
ment  will  be  at  6V2  percent. 

(d)  Financial  coverage  for  commod¬ 
ities  purchased  shall  be  furnished  before 
delivery,  in  cash  or  by  irrevocable  letter 
of  credit.  Com,  oats,  barley,  grain  sor¬ 
ghum,  wheat  or  rye,  as  determined  by 
CCC,  will  be  sold  for  imrestricted  use 
for  “Dealers’  Certificates’’  issued  under 
the  livestock  feed  program.  Grain 
delivered  against  such  certificates  will  be 
sold  at  the  applicable  current  market 
price. 

(e)  CCC  reserves  the  right  to  deter¬ 
mine  the  class,  grade,  quality,  and  avail¬ 
able  quantity  of  ccnnmodities  listed  for 
sale. 

(f)  Nonstorable  commodities  will  be 
sold  at  not  less  than  market  price. 

2.  Export  commodities.  On  sales  for 
export,  the  buyer  shall  be  regularly  en¬ 


gaged  in  the  business  of  buying  or  selling 
commodities  and  for  this  purpose  shall 
maintain  a  bona  fide  business  office  in 
the  United  States,  its  territories  or  pos¬ 
sessions  and  have  a  person,  principal  or 
resident  agent  upon  which  service  of 
judicial  process  may  be  had. 

Prospective  buyers  for  export  should 
note  that,  generally  sales  to  U.S.  Govern¬ 
ment  agencies,  with  minor  exceptiwis, 
will  constitute  sales  for  domestic  unre¬ 
stricted  use  of  the  commodity. 

CCC  reserves  the  right,  before  making 
any  sales,  to  define  or  limit  export  areas. 

Exports  to  certain  coimtries  are  regu¬ 
lated  by  the  U.S.  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce.  ’These  restrictions  also  apply  to 
any  commodities  purchased  from  CCC 
whether  sold  for  restricted  or  unre¬ 
stricted  use.  Countries  and  commodities 
are  specifically  listed  in  the  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Commerce  export  control  regu¬ 
lations.  Additional  information  is  avail¬ 
able  from  the  Bureau  of  International 
Commerce  or  from  the  field  offices  of  the 
Department  of  Commerce. 

In  the  case  of  export  sales,  the  buyer 
is  responsible  for  obtaining  any  required 
U.S.  Government  export  permit  or  li¬ 
cense.  Purchase  from  CCC  shall  not  con¬ 
stitute  any  assurance  that  any  such 
permit  or  license  will  be  granted  by  the 
issuing  authority. 

CCC  reserves  the  right  to  make  emer¬ 
gency  sales  of  its  stocks  for  export  when 
the  fiow  of  commodities  to  ports  is  dis¬ 
rupted  or  impeded  and  the  maintenance 
of  U.S.  exports  is  temporarily  jeopard¬ 
ized.  Special  sales  announcements  will 
be  provided  by  the  appropriate  ASCS 
Commodity  or  Branch  Office. 

3.  CCC  binsite  commodities.  Informa¬ 
tion  on  the  availability  of  commodities 
stored  in  CCC  binsites  may  be  obtained 
from  the  Agricultural  Stabilization  and 
Conservation  Service  State  offices  shown 
at  the  end  of  this  sales  list. 

4.  Odd  lot  quantities.  Disposals  and 
other  handling  of  inventory  items  often 
result  in  small  quantities  at  given  loca¬ 
tions  or  in  qualities  not  up  to  specifica¬ 
tions.  These  lots  are  offered  by  the 
appropriate  ASCS  office  promptly  upon 
appearance  and,  therefore,  generally 
they  do  not  appear  in  the  monthly  sales 
list. 

5.  Definitions.  ’The  following  terms  as 
used  in  this  monthly  sales  list  shall  have 
the  following  meanings  unless  otherwise 
specifically  stated: 

(a)  “Market  price’’  means  market 
price  as  determined  by  CCC. 

(b)  “’Transit  value”  means  transit 
value  as  determined  by  CCC. 

(c)  “Sales  for  unrestricted  use  and 
imrestricted  sales”  means  sales  which 
permit  either  domestic  or  export  use. 

(d)  “Sales  for  export  and  export 
sales”  means  sales  which  require  export 
of  a  commodity. 

(e)  "Announcement  GR-212”  means 
the  third  revision,  November  30,  1970, 
as  amended. 

(f)  “Designated  terminals”  are  listed 
in  grain  price  support  regulations. 

(g)  “Export  market  price”  means  a 
price  as  determined  by  CCC  and  gen¬ 
erally  reflects  the  price  at  which  com¬ 
modities  are  being  sold  for  export. 


6.  Barter  eligibility  list.  Stocks  of  to¬ 
bacco,  imder  CCC  loan,  are  available 
for  new  and  existing  barter  contracts. 

7-10  I  Reserved! 

11.  Wheat — unrestricted  use  sales — 
bulk-storable-basis  Grade  1  in-store.  ’The 
minimum  price  is  the  market  price  but 
not  less  than  the  formula  price. 

(a)  Except  as  specified  in  paragraph 
(b)  of  this  section: 

(1)  At  designated  terminals  the  for¬ 
mula  price  for  the  predominant  class  of 
wheat  is  the  1972  county  loan  rate  where 
stored  plus  the  monthly  markup  shown 
in  this  section  plus  the  transit  value  or 
4  cents  per  bushel  whichever  Is  higher. 
Adjustments  for  other  classes  will  be 
established  when  necessary  by  CCC. 

(2)  Outside  of  designated  terminal 
markets,  the  formula  price  is  the  1972 
county  loan  rate  where  stored  plus  the 
monthly  markup  shown  in  this  section 
plus  transit  value,  if  any. 

(3)  Loan  differentials  will  be  applied 
in  determining  the  formula  price  of  other 
qualities  at  all  locations. 

Monthly  Markups  in  Cents  Per  Bushel 
1972  1973 


July - 

- 23«4 

January  _ 

_ 28 

August _ 

- 23>/a 

February 

—  29Vi 

September 

23 '/a 

March _ 

...  31 

Ojtober  .. 

- 

April  _ 

—  32*4 

November 

_ 25 

May _ 

—  32V4 

December  . 

- 20  Vi 

June _ 

...  32V4 

(b)  The  July  formula  price  of  wheat 
at  the  west  gulf  is  fixed  at  $1.80V4  per 
bushel.  The  minimum  price  for  sales  of 
Hard  Red  Winter  wheat  at  points  tribu¬ 
tary  to  the  gulf  will  be  the  higher  of  the 
market  price,  the  formula  price  at  point 
or  sale,  or  the  west  gulf  price  of  $1.80 ‘/2 
backed  off  to  point  of  sale.  The  foregoing 
fixed  price  of  wheat  at  the  west  gulf  will 
increase  in  accordance  with  the  follow¬ 
ing  monthly  markup  schedule: 

Monthly  Markup  Schedule 


1972  1973 


July  _ 

..  0 

January  _ 

...  4>/2 

August _ 

..  0 

February _ 

—  6 

September _ 

._  0 

Marr.h  ..  . 

_ 7*4 

October 

..  0 

April 

_ 9  ' 

November _ 

-  IVi 

May _ 

...  9 

December _ 

..  3 

June _ 

...  9 

12.  Wheat,  bulk — export  sales.  CCC 
will  sell  limited  quantities  of  Hard  Red 
Winter,  Durum,  and  Hard  Red  Spring 
wheat  at  west  coast  ports  at  export  mar¬ 
ket  price  levels  for  export  under  an¬ 
nouncement  GR-212  (revision  HI, 
November  30,  1970,  as  amended). 

Sales  will  be  made  only  to  fill  dollar 
market  sales  abroad  and  exporter  must 
show  export  from  the  west  coast  to  a  des¬ 
tination  west  of  the  170th  meridian  west 
longitude,  and  east  of  the  60th  meridian, 
east  longitude,  and  to  ports  on  the  west 
coast  of  Central  and  South  America  and 
the  west  coast  of  Mexico.  Dollar  sales 
shall  mean  sales  for  dollars  and  sales 
financed  with  CCC  credit,  but  not  sales 
financed  under  title  1,  Public  Law  480, 
83d  Congress,  as  ame^ed,  or  sales  for 
export  under  the  Barter  program. 

13.  Corn — unrestricted  use  sales — in¬ 
terior  positions  bulk  —  storable  —  basis 
grade  2  yellow  com  15.1-15.5  percent 
moisture — in-store.  ’The  minimum  price 
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will  be  the  market  price  but  not  less  than 
the  formula  price.  The  formula  price  is 
the  coimty  loan  rate  where  stored  plus 
the  monthly  markup  shown  in  this  sec> 
tion  plus  transit  value,  if  any. 

Monthly  Markups — Cents  Pee  Bushel 


1972 

1973 

July  _ 

_ 80  V4  January  — 

-  21*4 

August _ 

_ 30*4  February 

23 

September  _ 

_ 30*4  March _ 

-  24*4 

_ 21*4  April 

..  26 

November  . 

...  21*4  May  . 

-  27*4 

December  _ 

_ 21*4  June _ 

..  29 

The  1971 

county  loan  rate 

applies 

through  September  1972  and  the  1972 
loan  rate  applies  thereafter.  Loan  dif¬ 
ferentials  will  be  applied  in  determining 
the  formula  price  of  other  grades  or 
qualities. 

14.  Corn — unrestricted  use  sales — port 
positions  bulk — storable — bests  grade  2 
yellow  corn  15.1-15.5  percent  moisture — 
in-store.  The  minimiun  price  will  be  the 
market  price  but  not  less  than  $1.31  per 
bushel  Duluth/Superior;  $1.34  other 
Great  Lake  ports;  $1.42  gulf,  and  $1.43 
Atlantic  plus  markups  for  each  month  as 
follows: 

Monthly  Markups — Cents  Per  Bushel 
1972  1973 


July  _ 

13*4 

January 

.  4*4 

13V4 

13*4 

February 
March  _ 

_  6 

September _ 

.  7*4 

October  _ 

4*4 

AprU 

.  9 

November  ____ 

4*4 

May 

. lOVa 

December _ 

4*4 

June _ 

. 12 

Loan  differentials 

will  be 

applied  in 

determining  the  formula  price  of  other 
grades  of  qualities. 

15-16  [Reserved] 

17.  Grain  sorghum — unrestricted  use 
sales  (bulk — storable — basis  grade  2  or 
better  in-store).  The  minimiun  price  is 
the  market  price  but  not  less  than  the 
formula  price. 

At  designated  terminals  the  formula 
price  is  the  coimty  loan  rate  where  stored 
plus  the  monthly  markup  shown  in  this 
section  plus  7  cents  per  hundredweight 
or  the  transit  value,  whichever  is  higher. 

Outside  of  designated  terminals  the 
formula  price  is  the  county  loan  rate 
where  stored  plus  the  monthly  markup 
shown  in  this  section  plus  the  transit 
value,  if  any. 

The  1971  county  loan  rate  applies 
through  September  1972  and  1972  loan 
rates  apply  thereafter.  Loan  differentials 
will  be  applied  in  determining  the  for¬ 
mula  price  of  other  grades  and  qualities. 

Monthly  Markups — Cents  Per 
Hundredweight 


1972 

July  . —  49^^ 

August _ 49  Vi 

September  ____  49 V4 

October _ 34V4 

November  _  34Vi 

December  84  Vi 


1973 


January _ 34Vi 

February _ 37 

March _ 39  Vi 

AprU  . . .  42 

May _ 44  Vi 

June _ 47 


18.  [Reserved] 

19.  Barley — unrestricted  use  sales 
(bulk-storable-basis  Grade  2  In-Store). 
The  minimum  price  is  the  market  price 
but  not  less  than  the  formula  price. 

At  designated  terminals  the  formula 
price  is  the  1972  county  loan  rate  where 


stored  plus  the  monthly  markup  shown 
in  this  section  plus  4  cents  per  bushel  or 
the  transit  value,  whichever  is  higher. 

Outside  of  designated  terminals,  the 
formula  price  is  the  1972  county  loan 
rate  where  stored  plus  the  monthly 
markup  shown  in  this  section  plus  the 
transit  value,  if  any. 

Loan  differentials  will  be  applied  in 
determining  the  formula  price  of  various 
classes  and  qualities. 

Monthly  Markups — Cents  per  Bushel 


1972 

1973 

July _ 

January _ 

..  22 

August  _ 

171/2 

February 

-  231/2 

September _ 

171/2 

March _ 

..  25 

October  _ 

171/2 

AprU  _ 

-  261/2 

November _ 

19 

May  _ 

-  261/2 

December  ____ 

201/2 

June _ 

-  261/2 

20.  [Reserved] 

21.  Oats — unrestricted  use  sales  (bulk- 
storable-basis  Grade  3  in-store) .  The 
minimum  price  is  the  market  price  but 
not  less  than  the  formula  price  which 
is  the  1972  base  loan  rate  where  stored 
plus  the  monthly  markup  shown  in  this 
section  plus  transit  value,  if  any.  Loan 
differentials  will  be  applied  in  determin¬ 
ing  the  formula  price  of  other  grades 
and  qualities. 

Monthly  Markups — Cents  per  Bushel 


1972 

1973 

July  - 

.  12 

January _ 

-  15 

August 

-  12 

_  16 

September _ 

.  12 

_  17 

October 

.  12 

AprU _ 

-  18 

November _ 

.  13 

May _ 

-  18 

December  ____ 

.  14 

June 

.  18 

22,  Oats — export  sales  (bulk).  CCC 
will  sell  oats  at  the  export  market  price 
under  Announcement  GR-212. 

23.  Rye — unrestricted  use  sales  (bulk- 
storable-basis  Grade  2  in-store).  The 
minimum  price  is  the  market  price  but 
not  less  than  the  formula  price. 

At  designated  terminals  the  formula 
price  is  the  1972  base  loan  rate  where 
stored  plus  the  monthly  markup  shown 
in  this  section  plus  4  cents  per  bushel  or 
the  transit  value,  whichever  is  higher. 
The  formula  price  for  rye  stored  outside 
of  designated  terminals  is  the  1972  base 
loan  rate  where  stored  plus  the  monthly 
markup  shown  in  this  section  plus  the 
transit  value,  if  any.  Loan  differentials 
will  be  applied  in  determining  the 
formula  price  of  other  qualities. 

Monthly  Markups — Cents  Per  Bushel 
1972  1973 


July - 

18*4 

January _ 

—  23 

August _ 

18*4 

February _ 

—  24*4 

September 

18*4 

March _ 

—  26 

Oetoher 

18V4 

April 

—  27*4 

November 

20  ■ 

May _ 

—  27i4 

December _ 

21*4 

June _ 

—  27*4 

24.  Rye — export  sales  (bulk) .  CCC  will 
sell  rye  at  the  export  market  price  under 
Announcement  GR-212. 

25.  Rice.  rough — unrestricted  use 
sales — F.O.B.  warehouse.  The  minimum 
price  is  the  market  price  but  not  less 
than  the  formula  price.  The  formula 
price  for  July  1972  is  the  1971  loan  rate 
plus  5  percent  plus  58  cents  per  hundred¬ 
weight.  Basis  of  sale  is  f.o.b.  warehouse 
as  is,  or  at  buyers  option,  basis  outturn 


weights  and  grades  with  privilege  of  re¬ 
jecting  individual  cars  which  are  more 
than  one  grade  below  the  listed  grade  or 
contain  more  than  1  percent  smut  in 
excess  of  the  listed  percentage. 

26.  Rice,  roughs— export  as  milled  or 
brown.  Offered  for  sale  under  invitations 
to  bid  i.ssued  by  the  Kansas  City  ASCS 
Commodity  OflBce  and  must  be  exported 
as  milled  or  brown  rice  under  GR-379, 
Revision  2. 

27-29  [Reserved] 

30.  Tung  oil — unrestricted  use  sales. 
Competitive  offers  under  the  terms  and 
conditions  of  Announcement  NO-TNO-1. 

The  quantity  offered,  storage  location, 
and  date  bids  are  to  be  received  and 
announced  in  invitations  issued  by  the 
New  Orleans  ASCS  Commodity  Office. 

Bids  will  include,  and  be  evaluated 
on  the  basis  of  price  offered  per  pound 
f.o.b.  storage  location.  For  certain  desti¬ 
nations,  CCC  will  as  provided  in  the 
announcement,  refund  to  the  buyer  a 
“freight  equalization”  allowance. 

Sales  will  be  made  by  the  New  Orleans 
ASCS  Commodity  OflBce.  Copies  of  the 
announcement  and  the  applicable  invi¬ 
tation  may  be  obtained  from  that  office. 

31.  [Reserved] 

32.  Peanuts,  shelled  or  farmers  stock — 
restricted  use  sales.  When  stocks  are 
available  in  their  area  of  responsibility, 
the  quantity,  type,  and  grade  offered 
are  announced  in  weekly  lot  lists  or  invi¬ 
tations  to  bid  issued  by  the  following: 

OFA  Peanut  Association,  Camilla,  Oa.  31730. 
Peanut  Growers  Cooperative  Marketing  As¬ 
sociation,  Franklin,  Va.  238S1. 
Southwestern  Peanut  Growers’  Association, 

Gorman,  Tex.  76464. 

Terms  and  conditions  of  sale  are  set 
forth  in  Announcement  OC-10,  effective 
October  1,  1970,  and  the  applicable  lot 
list. 

1.  Shelled  peanuts  of  less  than  U.S.  No.  1 
grade  may  be  purchased  for  foreign  or  do¬ 
mestic  crushing. 

2.  Shelled  graded  peanuts  equal  to  or  ex¬ 
ceeding  requirements  of  U.S.  grades  may  be 
purchased  for  export  without  limitations  on 
their  use. 

Sales  are  made  on  the  basis  of  com¬ 
petitive  bids  each  Wednesday  by  the  Oil¬ 
seeds  and  Special  Crops  Division,  Agri¬ 
cultural  Stabilization  and  Conservation 
Service,  Washington,  D.C.  20250,  to  which 
all  bids  must  be  sent. 

33-35  [Reserved] 

36.  Cotton,  upland — Unrestricted  use 
sales.  Competitive  offers  under  the  terms 
and  conditions  of  Announcement 
NO-C-33  (Disposition  of  Upland  CJot- 
ton — ^For  Unrestricted  Use  and  Under 
Barter  Contracts),  Cotton  may  be  ac¬ 
quired  at  the  highest  price  offered,  but 
not  less  than  the  higher  of  (1)  the 
market  price  as  determined  by  CCC,  or 
(2)  a  minimum  price  determined  by  CCC, 
which  will  be  based  on  the  loan  rate  for 
Middling  1-inch  cotton  (micronaire 
3.5-4.9)  at  average  location  with  adjust¬ 
ments  for  other  qualities  based  on  cur¬ 
rent  market  differentials  plus  markups 
for  the  month  in  which  the  sale  is  made. 
The  1971  loan  rate  applies  through  July 
1972  and  the  1972  loan  rate  applies 
thereafter. 
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Monthly  Markups — Points  Per  Pound 


1972  1973 


jiUy - 

..  335 

January  .... 

...  365 

August - 

—  335 

February  ... 

...  380 

September _ 

—  335 

March _ 

_ 395 

October  _ 

..  335 

AprU _ 

...  410 

November _ 

„  335 

May _ 

...  425 

December  .. 

„  350 

June _ 

...  425 

37.  [Reserved] 

38.  Cotton,  extra  long  staple — Unre¬ 
stricted  use  sales.  Competitive  offers 
under  the  terms  and  conditions  of  An¬ 
nouncement  NO-C-6  (Revision  2),  as 
amended.  Extra  long  staple  cotton  may 
be  acquired  at  the  highest  price  offered 
but  not  less  than  the  higher  of  (1)  the 
market  price  as  determined  by  CCC,  or 
(2)  115  percent  of  the  loan  rate  for  such 
cotton  plus  reasonable  carrying  charges 
for  the  month  in  which  the  sale  is  made. 
The  1971  loan  rate  applies  through  July 
1972  and  the  1972  loan  rate  applies 
thereafter. 

Monthly  Carrying  Charges — Points  Per 


Pound 

1972 

1973 

July _ 

..  135 

January _ 

.  75 

August _ 

..  45 

February _ 

.  90 

,.  45 

.  106 

,.  45 

April 

.  120 

November  .... 

.  46 

6tey _ 

.  135 

Decembw _ 

.  60 

June _ 

.  136 

39.  Cotton,  upland  or  extra  long 
staple — Unrestricted  sales.  Competitive 
offers  under  the  terms  and  conditions  of 
Announcement  NO-C-20  (Revised)  (Sale 
of  Special  Condition  Cotton).  Any  such 
cotton  (below  grade,  sample  loose,  dam¬ 
aged  pickings,  etc.)  owned  by  CCC  will 
be  offered  for  sale  periodically  on  the 
basis  of  samples  representing  the  cotton 
according  to  schedules  issued  from  time 
to  time  by  CCC. 

Sales  of  cotton  will  be  made  by  the 
New  Orleans  ASCS  Commodity  Office. 
Sales  annoimcements,  related  forms  and 
catalogs  for  upland  cotton  and  extra 
long  staple  cotton  showing  quantities, 
qualities,  and  location  may  be  obtained 
for  a  nominal  fee  from  that  office. 

40.  Nonfat  dry  milk — unrestricted  use 
sales.  Sales  are  in  carlots  only  in-store 
at  storage  location  of  products. 

Market  price  but  not  less  than  the  fol¬ 
lowing  annoimced  prices:  Spray  process, 
UJ3.  Extra  Grade,  35  cents  per  pound 
packed  in  50-pound  bags.  Sales  are  made 
under  Announcement  MP-14. 

41.  Nonfat  dry  milk — export  sales. 
Sales  are  in  carlots  only  in-store  at 
storage  location  of  products. 

Competitive  offers,  or  at  announced 
prices,  as  specified  in  invitations  issued 
by  the  Minneapolis  ASCS  Commodity 
Office  under  the  terms  and  conditions 
of  Announcement  MP-23.  The  invitations 
will  indicate  the  type  of  export  sales  au¬ 
thorized,  whether  sales  will  be  made  by 
competitive  offers  or  at  annoimced 
prices,  and  the  period  of  time  for  sub¬ 
mission  of  offers. 

42.  Butter — unrestricted  use  sales. 
Sales  are  in  carlots  only  in-store  at  stor¬ 
age  location  of  products. 

Market  price  but  not  less  than  the 
following  prices:  70.75  cents  per  pound — 


New  York,  Pennsylvania,  New  Jersey, 
New  England.  Maryland,  Virginia,  West 
Virginia,  Delaware,  and  the  District  of 
Columbia.  All  other  States  69.75  cents 
per  pound.  Sales  are  made  under  An¬ 
nouncement  MP-14. 

43.  Butter — export  sales.  Sales  are  in 
carlots  only  in-store  at  storage  location 
of  products. 

Competitive  offers,  or  at  announced 
prices,  as  specified  in  invitations  Issued 
by  the  Minneapolis  ASCS  Commodity 
Office  imder  the  terms  and  conditicms  of 
Announcement  MP-23.  The  invitations 
will  indicate  the  type  of  export  sales  au¬ 
thorized.  whether  sales  will  be  made  by 
competitive  offers  or  at  announced 
prices,  and  the  period  of  time  for  sub¬ 
mission  of  offers. 

44.  Linseed  oil — unrestricted  use  sales. 
Market  price  but  not  less  than  $0.09 
per  pound,  basis  in  tanks,  Minneapolis. 

Prices  for  oil  at  storage  locations  other 
than  Minneapolis  will  be  adjusted,  tak¬ 
ing  into  consideration:  (a)  Freight  rates 
between  Minneapolis  and  such  other  oil 
storage  locations,  and  (b)  other  market 
factors.  Available  from  the  Minneapolis 
ASCS  (Processed)  Commodity  Office. 

45.  Linseed  oil — Export  sales.  Avail¬ 
able  on  a  competitive  bid  basis  through 
the  Minneapolis  ASCS  Commodity 
Office. 

46.  Flaxseed — unrestricted  use  sales 
(bulk — storable — basis  grade  1  in-store 
Minneapolis  and  Duluth /Superior) . 
Market  price  but  not  less  than  $2.70  per 
bushel  plus  transit  value.  Minimum  price 
at  locations  other  than  Minneapolis  and 
Duluth/Superior  will  be  adjusted,  taking 
into  consideration:  (a)  Cost  of  move¬ 
ment  to  these  terminals,  and  (b)  other 
market  factors.  Available  from  the  Min¬ 
neapolis  ASCS  Branch  Office. 

VSDA  Agricultural  Stabilization  and 
Conservation  Service  Oitices 

Grain  Offices:  Addresses,  telephone,  and  sales 
areas 

Kansas  City  ASCS  Commodity  Office — 8930 
Ward  Parkway  (Post  Office  Box  205),  Kan¬ 
sas  City,  MO  64141.  Telephone:  Area  Code 
816,  Emerson  1-0860. 

Domestic  and  Export  Sales — Alabama, 
Alaska.  Arizona,  Arkansas,  Colorado,  Flor¬ 
ida,  Georgia,  Hawaii,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Louisi¬ 
ana,  Mississippi,  Missouri,  Nebraska,  Ne¬ 
vada,  New  Mexico,  North  Carolina,  Okla¬ 
homa,  South  Carolina,  Tennessee,  Texas, 
and  Wyoming. 

Domestic  Sales  Only — California. 

Export  Only — Connecticut,  Delaware,  Illi¬ 
nois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kentucky,  Maine, 
Maryland,  Massachusetts,  Michigan,  New 
Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  Ohio, 
Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  Virginia,  Ver¬ 
mont.  and  West  Virginia. 

Branch  Office — Chicago  ASCS  Branch  Office, 
226  West  Jackson  Boulevard,  Room  106, 
Chicago,  IL  60606,  Telephone:  Area  Code 
312,  363-6581. 

Domestic  Sales  Only — Connecticut,  Dela¬ 
ware,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Kentucky,  Maine, 
Maryland,  Massachusetts,  Michigan,  New 
Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  Ohio, 
Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  Virginia,  Ver¬ 
mont,  and  West  Virginia. 

Branch  Office — Minneapolis  ASCS  Branch 
Office,  310  Grain  Exchange  Building, 
Minneapolis,  Minn.  55415,  Telephone: 
Area  Code  612,  726-2051. 


Domestic  and  Export  Sales — Minnesota,  Mon¬ 
tana,  North  Dakota,  South  Dakota,  and 
Wisconsin. 

Branch  Office — ^Portland  ASCS  Branch  Office, 
1218  Southwest  Washington  Street,  Port¬ 
land,  OR  97205,  Telephone:  Area  Code 
503,  221-2716. 

Domestic  and  Export  Sales — Idaho,  Oregon, 
Utah,  and  Washington. 

Export  Sales  Only— California. 

Processed  Commodities  Orncx — 

(All  States) 

Minneapolis  ASCS  Commodity  Office,  6400 
France  Avenue  South,  Mlnneiqiolls,  MN 
55435,  Telephone:  Area  Code  612,  725-3200. 

Cotton  Office — (All  States) 

New  Orleans  ASCS  Commodity  Office,  New 
Orleans  Service  Center,  BuUdlng  360,  13800 
OentiUy  Road,  New  Orleans.  LA  70129, 
Telephone:  Area  Code  504,  255^500. 

General  Sales  Manager  Offices 

Representative  of  General  Sales  Manager. 
New  York  Area,  Joseph  Reldlnger,  Federal 
BuUdlng,  Room  1759,  26  Federal  Plaza. 
New  York,  N.Y.  10007,  Telephone:  Area 
Code  212,  264-8439,  8440,  8441. 

ASCS  State  Offices 

Illinois,  Room  232,  U.S.  Post  Office  and  Court¬ 
house.  Springfield,  Ill.  62701,  Telephone: 
Area  Code  217,  526-4180. 

Indiana,  Suite  1600,  6610  Crawfordsville 
Road.  Indianapolis.  IN  46224,  Telephone: 
Area  Code  317,  633-8521. 

Iowa,  Room  937,  Federal  Building,  210  Wal¬ 
nut  Street,  Des  Moines,  lA  50309,  Tele¬ 
phone:  Area  Code  516,  284-4213. 

Kansas.  2601  Anderson  Avenue,  Manhattan, 
KS  66502,  Telephone:  Area  Code  913, 
639-3531. 

Michigan,  1406  South  Harrison  Road,  East 
Lansing,  MI  48823,  Telephone:  Area  Code 
617, 372-1910. 

Missouri,  I.O.OJ*.  Building,  10th  and  Walnut 
Streets,  Columbia,  MO  65201,  Telephone: 
Area  Code  314, 442-3111. 

Minnesota,  Room  230  Federal  Building  and 
US.  Courthouse,  316  Robert  Street.  St. 
Paul.  MN  55101,  Telephone:  Area  Code 
612,  725-7651. 

Montana,  Post  Office  Box  670.  U  S.  Post  Office 
and  Federal  Office  Building,  Bozeman,  MT 
59716,  Telephone:  Area  Code  406,  587-4511, 
Ext.  8271. 

Nebraska.  Post  Office  Box  82206,  5801  O 
Street,  Lincoln,  NE  68501,  Telephone:  Area 
Code  402, 476-3361. 

North  Dakota,  Post  Office  Box  2017,  657  Sec¬ 
ond  Avenue,  North,  Fargo.  ND  68103,  Tele¬ 
phone:  Area  Code  701,  237-6205. 

Ohio,  Room  116,  Old  Federal  Building,  Co¬ 
lumbus,  Ohio  43215,  Telephone:  Area  Code 
614,  469-6814. 

South  Dakota.  Post  Office  Box  843,  239  Wis¬ 
consin  Street  SW.,  Huron,  SD  57350.  Tele¬ 
phone:  Area  Code  605,  352-8651,  Ext.  321 
or  310. 

Wisconsin,  Post  Office  Box  4248.  4601  Ham- 
mersley  Road,  Madison.  WI  53711,  Tele¬ 
phone:  Area  Code  608,  254-4441,  Ext.  7536. 

(Sec.  4,  62  Stat.  1070,  as  amended;  15  U.S.C. 

714b.  Interpret  or  apply  sec.  407,  63  Stat, 

1065,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C.  1427;  sec.  301, 

79  Stat.  1188,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C.  1441 

(note) ) 

Signed  at  Washingrton,  D.C.  on 
June  29, 1972. 

Everett  H.  P.  Felber, 

Acting  Executive  Vice  President, 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation. 

(FR  Doc.72-10346  Filed  7-6-72:8:46  am) 
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NOTICES 


Forest  Service 

ROGUE  NATIONAL  WILD  AND 
SCENIC  RIVER,  OREG. 

Notice  of  Revised  Development  and 
Management  Plans 

Cross  Reference:  For  a  document 
issued  jointly  by  the  Departments  of 
Interior  and  Agriculture  regarding  the 
revised  master  plans  for  Rogue  River, 
Oregon,  see  F.R.  Doc.  72-10099,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Interior,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  Part  II  of  this  issue. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

National  Bureau  of  Standards 
PERFORATED  PAPER  TAPE  AND  REELS 

Notice  of  Three  Proposed  Federal 

Information  Processing  Standards 

Under  the  provisions  of  Public  Law 
89-306,  the  Secretary  of  Commerce  is 
authorized  to  make  appropriate  recom¬ 
mendations  to  the  President  relating  to 
the  establishment  of  imlform  Federal 
automatic  data  processing  standards. 

Three  proposed  standards  relating  to 
Perforated  Paper  Tape  and  Reels  are  be¬ 
ing  recommended  by  the  National  Bureau 
of  Standards.  These  standards,  at  such 
time  as  they  may  be  approved  by  the 
Office  of  Msmagement  and  Budget,  will 
be  published  as  Federal  Information 
Processing  Standards. 

Prior  to  the  submission  of  the  final 
endorsement  of  these  proposals  to  the 
OMB,  it  is  essential  to  assure  that  proper 
consideration  is  given  the  needs  and 
views  of  manufacturers,  the  public,  and 
State  and  local  governments.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  notice  is  to  solicit  such 
views. 

Proposed  Federal  Information  Proc¬ 
essing  Standards  contain  two  basic  sec¬ 
tions:  (1)  An  annoimcement  section 
which  provides  information  concerning 
the  applicability,  implementation,  and 
maintenance  of  the  standard,  and  (2)  a 
specification  section  which  details  the 
t^hnical  requirements  of  the  standard. 

Since  the  proposed  standards  for 
Perforated  Paper  Tape  and  Reels  are 
implementations  of  published  American 
National  Standards,  only  the  announce¬ 
ment  sections  are  being  published  here¬ 
in.  The  detail  technical  specifications 
are  included  in  the  following  three 
American  National  Standards:  (1) 
X3. 18-1967,  One-Inch  Perforated  Paper 
Tape  for  Information  Interchange,  $2.25 
a  copy;  (2)  X3.20-1967,  Take-Up  Reels 
for  One-Inch  Perforate  Tape  for  In¬ 
formation  Interchange,  $2.75  a  copy; 
and  (3)  X3.29-1971,  Specifications  for 
Properties  of  Unpunched  Oiled  Paper 
Perforator  Tape,  $3  a  copy.  Copies  may 
be  obtained  from  the  American  National 
Standards  Institute,  Inc.,  1430  Broad¬ 
way,  New  York,  NY  10018. 

Interested  parties  may  submit  com¬ 
ments  to  the  Associate  Director  ADP 
Standards,  Center  for  Computer  Sciences 
and  Technology,  National  Bureau  of 


Standards,  Washington,  D.C.  20234 
within  60  days  after  publication  of  this 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Dated:  June  30, 1972. 

R.  S.  Walleigh, 

Acting  Director. 

Draft 

Federal  Information 
Processing  Standard  Publication 
Date _ 

ANNOUNCING  the  STANDARD  FOR 
1-INCH  PERFORATED  PAPER  TAPE  FOR 
INFORMATION  INTERCHANGE 

Federal  Information  Processing  Standards 
Publications  are  Issued  by  the  National  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Standards  under  the  direction  of  the 
Office  of  Management  and  Budget  (OMB)  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  Public  Law 
89-306  and  OMB  Circular  No.  A-86. 

Name  of  standard.  One-Inch  Perforated 
Paper  Tape  for  Information  Interchange. 

Category  of  standard.  Hardware  Standard, 
Interchange  Code  and  Media. 

Explanation.  This  standard  specifies  the 
physical  dimensions  and  tolerances  of  1-lnch 
paper  tape.  Including  the  size  and  location 
of  the  perforations  used  for  recording  the 
eight  channels  of  Information. 

Approving  authority.  Office  of  Management 
and  Budget. 

Maintenance  agency.  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce,  National  Bureau  of  Standards  (Cen¬ 
ter  for  Computer  Sciences  and  Technology) . 

Cross  index,  a.  FIPS  PUB  1,  Federal  Stand¬ 
ard  Code  for  Information  Interchange. 

b.  FIPS  PUB  2,  Federal  Standard  Perfo¬ 
rated  Tape  Code  for  Information  Interchange. 

c.  FIPS  PUB  _ _  Specifications  for 

Properties  of  Unpunched  Paper  Tape. 

d.  FIPS  PUB  _ ,  Take-Up  Reels  for 

1-Inch  Perforated  Tape  for  Information  In¬ 
terchange. 

Applicability.  The  standard  is  applicable 
to  all  8-channel  paper  tape  punch  and  read¬ 
ing  equipments.  Federal  information  process¬ 
ing  systems,  communications  systems,  and 
associated  terminals  employing  perforated 
tape  equipments  shall  provide  the  capability 
to  generate  or  accept  tapes  in  compliance 
with  the  requirements  set  forth  in  the 
standard. 

Implementation  schedule.  All  applicable 
equipment  ordered  on  or  after  the  date  of 
this  FIPS  PUB  shall  be  in  compliance  with 
the  standard  unless  a  waiver  has  been  ob¬ 
tained  in  accordance  with  the  procedure  de¬ 
scribed  below.  Exceptions  to  this  standard 
are  made  in  the  following  cases: 

a.  For  paper  tape  procured  or  on  order 
prior  to  the  date  of  this  FIPS  PUB. 

b.  Where  paper  tape  procurement  actions 
are  into  the  solicitation  phase  on  the  date 
of  this  FIPS  PUB. 

Waiver  procedure.  Heads  of  agencies  may 
waive  the  provisions  of  the  Implementation 
schedule.  Proposed  waivers  relating  to  the 
procurement  of  nonconforming  equipments 
will  be  coordinated  in  advance  with  the  Na¬ 
tional  Bureau  of  Standards.  Letters  should  be 
addressed  to  the  Director,  Center  for  Com¬ 
puter  Sciences  and  Technology,  National 
Bureau  of  Standards,  Washington,  D.C.  20234. 
They  should  describe  the  nature  of  the 
waiver  and  set  forth  the  reasons  therefore. 

Sixty  days  should  be  allowed  for  review 
and  response  by  the  National  Bureau  of 
Standards.  The  waiver  is  not  to  be  made 
until  a  reply  from  the  National  Bureau  of 
Standards  is  received;  however,  the  final  de¬ 
cision  for  granting  the  waiver  is  a  responsi¬ 
bility  of  the  agency  bead. 

Specifications.  The  standard  adopts  In 
whole  the  requirements  set  forth  in  the 
American  National  Standard  X3. 18-1967,  1- 


Inch  Perforated  Paper  Tape  for  Information 
Interchange,  which  was  developed  and  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  American  National  Standards 
Institute. 

Qualifications.  The  standard  is  one  of  a 
series  1-lnch  paper  tape  standards  developed 
in  support  of  the  requirements  applicable  to 
the  Implementation  of  the  Federal  Standard 
Code  for  Information  Interchange.  How¬ 
ever,  the  perforations  specified  in  the 
standard  also  apply  when  other  character 
sets  and  codes  are  used. 

Where  to  obtain  copies  of  the  specifications 
of  the  standard,  a.  Federal  Government  ac¬ 
tivities  should  obtain  copies  from  estab¬ 
lished  sources  within  each  agency.  When 
there  is  no  established  source,  purchase  or¬ 
ders  should  be  submitted  to  the  General 
Services  Administration,  Specifications  Ac¬ 
tivity,  Printed  Materials  Supply  Division, 
Building  197,  Washington  Navy  Yard  Annex, 
Washington,  D.C.  20407.  Refer  to  Federal  In¬ 
formation  Processing  Standard _ (Price 

_ cents  a  copy.) 

b.  Others  may  obtain  copies  from  the 
American  National  Standards  Institute,  1430 
Broadway,  New  York,  NY  10018.  Refer  to 
American  National  Standard  X3.18-1967, 
1-Inch  Perforated  Paper  Tape  for  Informa¬ 
tion  Interchange.  Price  is  $2.25  a  copy.  (Dis¬ 
counts  available  on  quantity  orders.  See 
ANSI  catalog.) 

Draft 

Federal  Information 
Processing  Standards  Publication 

Date _ 

announcing  THE  STANDARD  FOR  TAKE-UP 

REELS  FOR  1-INCH  PERFORATED  TAPE  FOR  IN¬ 
FORMATION  interchange 

Federal  Information  Processing  Standards 
Publications  are  Issued  by  the  National  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Standards  under  the  direction  of  the 
Office  of  Management  and  Budget  (OMB) 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  Public 
Law  89-306  and  OMB  Circular  No.  A-86. 

Name  of  standard.  Take-Up  Reels  for  1- 
Inch  Perforated  Tape  for  Information  Inter¬ 
change. 

Category  of  standard.  Hardware  Standard, 
Interchange  Codes  and  Media. 

Explanation.  This  standard  specifies  the 
physical  dimensions  of  two  types  of  take-up 
(or  storage)  reels,  with  fixed  or  separate 
fianges,  and  is  Intended  for  use  with  1-inch 
perforated  paper  tape  devices. 

Approving  authority.  Office  of  Manage¬ 
ment  and  Budget. 

Maintenance  agency.  Department  of  com¬ 
merce,  National  Bureau  of  Standards  (Cen¬ 
ter  for  Computer  Sciences  and  Technology). 

Cross  index,  a.  FIPS  PUB  1,  Federal 
Standard  Code  for  Information  Interchange. 

b.  PIPS  PUB  2,  Federal  Standard  Perfo¬ 
rated  Tape  Code  for  Information  Interchange. 

c.  FIPS  PUB  _ _  Specifications  for 

Properties  of  Unpunched  Paper  Tape. 

d.  PIPS  PUB  .  1-lnch  Perforated 

Paper  Tape  for  Information  Interchange. 

Applicability.  This  standard  is  applicable 
to  all  1-lnch  perforated  tape  devices  employ¬ 
ing  reels,  including  paper  tape  readers, 
punches,  and  related  tape  handling  equip¬ 
ments.  Federal  information  processing  sys¬ 
tems  and  associated  equipment  employing 
such  devices  shall  provide  the  capability  to 
accept  one  of  the  two  types  of  reels  specified. 

Implementation  schedule.  All  applicable 
equipment  and  reels  ordered  on  or  after  the 
date  of  this  FIPS  PUB  shall  be  in  compli¬ 
ance  with  the  standard  unless  a  waiver  has 
been  obtained  in  accordance  with  the  pro¬ 
cedure  described  below.  Exceptions  to  this 
standard  are  made  in  the  following  cases; 

a.  For  paper  tape  procured  or  on  order 
prior  to  the  date  of  this  FIPS  PUB. 

b.  Where  paper  tape  procurement  actions 
are  into  the  solicitation  phase  on  the  date 
of  this  FIPS  PUB. 
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Waiver  procedure.  Heads  of  agencies  may 
waive  the  provisions  of  the  Implementation 
schedule.  Proposed  waivers  relating  to  the 
procurement  of  ncmconformlng  equipments 
and  reels  will  be  coordinated  In  advance 
with  the  National  Bureau  of  Standards. 
Letters  should  be  addressed  to  the  Director, 
Center  for  Computer  Sciences  and  Tech¬ 
nology,  National  Bureau  of  Standards,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20234.  They  should  describe  the 
nature  of  the  waiver  and  set  forth  the  rea¬ 
sons  therefore. 

Sixty  days  should  be  allowed  for  review 
and  response  by  the  National  Bureau  of 
Standards.  The  waiver  Is  not  to  be  made  until 
a  reply  from  the  National  Bureau  of  Stand¬ 
ards  is  received;  however,  the  final  decision 
for  granting  the  waiver  is  a  responsibility 
of  the  agency  head. 

Speciflcations.  The  standard  adepts  in 
whole  the  reel  requirements  set  forth  In  the 
American  National  Standard  X3.20-1967, 
Take-Up  Reels  for  1-Inch  Perforated  Tape 
for  Information  Interchange,  which  was  de¬ 
veloped  and  approved  by  the  American  Na¬ 
tional  Standards  Institute. 

QualifleatUma.  The  standard  speclflles  two 
types  of  reels,  both  of  which  are  Intended  for 
use  with  1-lnch  perforated  tape.  It  Is  not 
Intended  that  one  reel  type  or  related  equip¬ 
ment  be  Implemented  to  the  exclusion  of 
the  other,  ncr  Is  It  Intended  that  all  perfo¬ 
rated  tape  devices  provide  reel  handling  ca¬ 
pabilities.  It  Is  recognized,  due  to  the  two 
basic  types  of  reels,  flange  diameters,  and 
the  direction  of  tape  wind,  that  the  Inter¬ 
change  of  Information  on  reels  or  without 
reels  must  be  accompanied  by  additional 
documentation  or  by  previous  arrangements 
between  the  sender  and  recipient. 

Where  to  obtain  copies  of  the  specifica¬ 
tions  of  the  standard,  a.  Federal  Oovern- 
ment  activities  should  obtain  copies  from 
established  sources  within  each  agency. 
When  there  Is  no  established  source,  pur¬ 
chase  orders  should  be  submitted  to  the 
General  Services  Administration,  Specifica¬ 
tions  Activity,  Printed  Materials  Supply  Di¬ 
vision,  Building  197,  Washington  Navy  Yard 
Annex,  Washington,  D.C.  20407.  Refer  to 
Federal  Information  Processing  Standard 
_  (Price _ a  copy.) 

b.  Others  may  obtain  copies  from  the 
American  National  Standards  Institute,  1430 
Broadway,  New  York,  NY  10018.  Refer  to 
American  National  Standard  X3.20-1967, 
Take-Up  Reels  for  1-Inch  Perforated  Tape 
for  Information  Interchange.  Price  Is  $2.75 
a  copy.  (Discounts  available  on  quantity 
orders.  See  ANSI  catalog.) 

Dbaft 

Federal  Intormatioh 
Processing  Standards  Publication 
Date _ 

ANNOUNCING  THE  STANDARDS  FOR  SPECIFICA¬ 
TIONS  FOR  PROPERTIES  OF  UNPUNCHED  OILED 

PAPER  PERFORATOR  TAPE 

Federal  Information  Processing  Standards 
Publications  are  Issued  by  the  National 
Bureau  of  Standards  under  the  direction  of 
the  Office  of  Management  and  Budget  (OMB) 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  Public 
Law  89-306  and  OMB  Circular  No.  A-86. 

Name  of  standard.  Specification  for  pr<^- 
ertles  of  Unpunched  Oiled  Paper  Perforator 
Tape. 

Category  of  standard.  Hardware  Standard, 
Interchange  Codes  and  Media. 

Explanation.  This  standard  specifies  the 
properties  of  the  paper  and  the  dimensional 
characteristics  the  rolls  of  perforated  tape 
equipments. 

Approving  authority.  Office  of  Management 
and  Budget. 


Maintenance  agency.  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce,  National  Bureau  of  Standards  (Center 
for  Computer  Sciences  and  Technology) . 

Cross  index,  a.  FIPS  PUB  1,  Federal  Stand¬ 
ard  Code  for  InfcH-matlon  Interchange. 

b.  FIPS  PUB  2,  Federal  Standard  Per¬ 
forated  Tape  Code  tot  Information  Inter¬ 
change. 

c.  PIPS  PUB  _ _  1-Inch  Perforated 

Paper  Tape  for  Information  Interchange. 

d.  FIPS  PUB  - . Take-Up  Reels  f<» 

1-lncb  Perforated  Tape  for  Information  In¬ 
terchange. 

e.  FIPS  PUB  7,  Implementation  of  the 
Code  for  Information  Interchange. 

Applicability.  This  standard  is  generally 
applicable  to  the  rolls  of  unpunched  paper 
tape  which  are  supplied  for  use  In  tape 
perforators,  and  related  perforated  tsqie  de¬ 
vices  employed  with  data  processing,  com¬ 
munications,  and  related  equipment. 

Implementation  schedule.  All  paper  tape 
and  applicable  equipment  ordered  on  or  after 
the  date  of  this  FIPS  PUB  shall  be  In  com¬ 
pliance  with  the  standard  unless  a  waiver 
has  been  obtained  In  accordance  with  the 
procedure  described  below.  Exertions  to  this 
standard  are  made  In  the  following  cases: 

a.  For  paper  tape  procured  or  on  order 
prior  to  the  date  of  this  FIPS  PUB. 

b.  Where  paper  tape  procurement  actions 
are  into  the  s<^lcitatlon  phase  on  the  date  of 
this  FIPS  PUB. 

Waiver  procedure.  Heads  of  agencies  may 
waive  the  provisions  of  the  Implementation 
schedule.  Proposed  waivers  relating  to  the 
procurement  of  nonconforming  paper  tape  or 
equipments  will  be  coordinated  In  advance 
with  the  National  Bureau  of  Standards. 
Letters  should  be  addressed  to  the  Director, 
Center  for  Computer  Sciences  and  Technol¬ 
ogy,  National  Bureau  of  Standards,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20234.  They  should  describe  the 
nature  of  the  waiver  and  set  forth  the  rea¬ 
sons  therefwe. 

Sixty  days  should  be  allowed  for  review 
and  response  by  the  National  Bureau  of 
Standards.  The  waiver  Is  not  to  be  made 
until  a  reply  from  the  Natiimal  Bureau 
of  Standards  is  received;  however,  the  final 
decision  for  granting  the  waiver  is  a  re¬ 
sponsibility  of  the  agency  head. 

Specifications.  This  standard  adepts  in 
whole  the  paper  tape  requirements  set  forth 
In  American  National  Standard  X3.39-1971, 
Specifications  for  Properties  of  Unpunched 
Oiled  Paper  Perforator  Tape,  which  was  de¬ 
veloped  and  approved  by  the  American  Na¬ 
tional  Standards  Institute. 

Qualifications.  The  procurement  specifica¬ 
tions  for  testing  paper  tape  In  accordance 
with  this  standard  will  be  provided  by  the 
General  Services  Administration. 

As  contained  in  the  specifications  of  the 
standard,  the  requirements  apply  to  im- 
punched  tape  of  eleven-sixteenths  and  1- 
Inch  widths.  This  FIPS  PUB  specifically 
relates  to  1-lnch  width  rolls  of  unpunched 
paper  tape  used  for  the  interchange  of  In- 
formatl  n  as  clarified  by  FIPS  PUB  7,  Im¬ 
plementation  of  the  Code  for  Information 
Interchange. 

Where  to  obtain  copies  of  the  specifica¬ 
tions  of  the  standard,  a.  Federal  Government 
activities  should  obtain  copies  from  estab¬ 
lished  sources  within  each  agency.  When 
there  is  no  established  source,  purchase  or¬ 
ders  should  be  submitted  to  the  General 
Services  Administration,  Speciflcations  Ac¬ 
tivity,  Printed  Materials  Supply  Division, 
Building  197,  Washington  Navy  Yard  Annex, 
Washington,  D.C.  20407.  Refer  to  Federal 

Information  Processing  Standard  _ _ 

(Price  _  cents  a  copy.) 

b.  Others  may  obtain  copies  from  the 
American  National  Standards  Institute,  1430 
Broadway,  New  York,  NY  10018.  Refer  to 


American  National  Standard  X3.29-1971, 
Specifications  for  Properties  of  Unpunched 
Oiled  Paper  Perforator  Tape.  Price  Is  $3.00  a 
cc^y.  (Discounts  available  on  quantity  or¬ 
ders.  See  ANSI  catalog.) 

[FR  Doc.72-10366  FUed  7-6-72; 8: 48  am] 


National  Technical  Information  Service 

FEDERALLY  SPONSORED  BUSINESS, 
ECONOMIC,  AND  TECHNICAL  RE¬ 
PORTS 

Notice  of  Pricing  Policy 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  of  the  following 
pricing  schedule  adopted  by  the  National 
Technical  Information  Service.  The 
NTIS  provides  Government  and  public 
availability  of  federally  sponsored  busi¬ 
ness,  economic,  and  technicid  reports. 
The  basic  pricing  schedule  used  by  NTIS 
in  pricing  these  reports  is  as  follows: 

Current  Awareness  Subscription 
Services 

NTIS  provides  catalogs  and  newsletters 
in  printed  and  machine  forms  contain¬ 
ing  information  on  new  additions  to  its 
collection. 

Government  reports  announcements. 
Abstracts  from  all  newly  released 
Government-funded  research  and  de¬ 
velopment  reports  and  foreign  transla¬ 
tions.  Features  quick-scan  format;  cross 
references  (includes  title,  price,  and  cor¬ 
porate  author) ;  edge  index  to  subject 
fields;  and  a  report  number  locator  list. 
Covers  over  50,000  reports  from  some 
225  UJS.  Government  units  annually. 

A  complete  reference  library  in  itself 
on  how  to — develop  and  improve  current 
products,  update  production  pnx^esses, 
reduce  costs,  obtain  new  data  for  R.  ft  D. 
proerrams  at  low  costs. 

Most  documents  announced  in  the 
GRA  can  be  ordered  directly  from 
NTIS. 

Covers:  Aeronautics;  agriculture;  as¬ 
tronomy  and  astrophysics;  atmospheric 
sciences;  behavioral  and  social  sciences; 
biological  and  medical  sciences;  chem¬ 
istry;  earth  sciences  and  oceanography; 
electronics  and  electrical  engineering; 
energy  conversion  (nonpropulsive) ;  ma¬ 
terials;  mathematical  sciences;  mechan¬ 
ical,  industrial,  civil,  and  marine 
engineering;  methods  and  equipment; 
military  sciences;  missile  technology; 
navigation,  communications  detection, 
and  countermeasures;  nuclear  science 
and  technology;  ordnance:  phylcs;  pro¬ 
pulsion  and  fuels;  space  technology. 

Issued  semimonthly.  Annual  sub¬ 
scription,  $52.50.  Foreign  mailing,  $67.50. 
Available  on  magnetic  tape,  $2,000  Do¬ 
mestic,  $2,375  Foreign  mailing. 

Government  reports  index.  Published 
concurrently  with  the  Government  Re¬ 
ports  Announcements.  Indexes  each  is¬ 
sue  by  subject,  personal  and  corporate 
author,  contract  number,  and  accession/ 
report  number. 

Issued  semimonthly.  Annual  sub¬ 
scription,  $57.50.  Foreign  mailing,  $67.50. 

Weekly  Government  abstracts.  The 
“Weekly  Government  Abstracts”  is  a 
periodical  announcement  in  selected 
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subject  categories  of  federally  sP<msored 
reports. 

The  following  is  a  list  of  present  cate¬ 
gories  available. 


Cato- 

gory 

Domaa- 

tic 

Foreign 

62 

Compntors,  Control,  and 
Information  Thaory. 

$22.60 

$28.28 

68 

Environment  Pollution 
Control. 

22.60 

28.26 

70 

Management  Practice  and 
Research. 

17.60 

22.00 

71 

Materials  Sciences . 

22.80 

28.26 

85 

Transportation . 

Building  Technology . . 

17.60 

22.00 

89 

17.60 

22.00 

Report  Publication  Subscription 
Services 


NTIS  provides  publications  on  a  sub¬ 
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Director. 

[FR  Doc.72-10362  Filed  7-6-72;8:48  am] 


Office  of  Import  Programs 

NEW  YORK  UNIVERSITY  AND  TUFTS 
UNIVERSITY 

Notice  of  Consolidated  Decision  on 
Applications  for  Duty-Free  Entry  of 
Uitrafilters 

The  following  is  a  consolidated  deci¬ 
sion  on  applications  for  duty-free  entry 
of  ultrafilters  pursuant  to  section  6(c) 
of  the  Educational,  Scientific,  and  Cul¬ 
tural  Materials  Importation  Act  of  1966 
(Public  Law  89-651,  80  Stat.  897)  and 
the  regulations  issued  thereimder  as 
amended  (37  P.R.  3892  et  seq.).  (See 
especially  S  701.11(e).) 

A  copy  of  the  record  pertaining  to 
each  of  the  applications  in  this  consoli¬ 
dated  decision  is  available  for  public  re¬ 
view  during  ordinary  business  hours  of 
the  Department  of  Commerce,  at  the 
Special  Import  Programs  Division,  Office 
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of  Import  Programs,  Department  of 
Commerce,  Washington,  D.C. 

Docket  No.  72-00247-33-43780.  Appli¬ 
cant:  New  York  University,  Department 
of  Medicine  at  Veterans  Adml^tration 
Hospital,  408  1st  Avenue,  New  York,  NY 
10010.  Article:  Ultrafilter  for  ascites. 
Manufacturer:  Rhone-Poulene,  Paris. 
Intended  use  of  article:  The  article  will 
be  used  for  rapid  removal  of  ascitic  fluid 
and  the  reinfusion  of  concentrated  re¬ 
covered  proteins  for  the  treatment  of 
patients  with  intractable  ascites  and 
kidney  failure  associated  with  ascites 
formation  and  failure  of  liver  function 
in  experiments  designed  to  show  the 
therapeutic  efficacy  of  this  new  method 
in  terms  of  its  ability  to  save  the  lives  of 
such  patients  who  usually  die.  Applica¬ 
tion  received  by  Commissioner  of  Cus¬ 
toms:  November  23,  1971.  Advice  sub¬ 
mitted  by  Department  of  Health,  Educa¬ 
tion,  and  Welfare:  May  12, 1972. 

Docket  No.  72-00265-33-43780.  Appli¬ 
cant:  Tufts  University,  Department  of 
Medicine,  Lemuel  Shattuck  Hospital, 
Jamaica  Plain,  Boston,  Mass.  02203.  Arti¬ 
cle:  Ultrafilter  for  ascites.  Manufacturer: 
Rhone  Poulene,  Prance.  Intended  use  of 
article:  The  article  is  intended  to  be  used 
in  removing  peritoneal  fluid,  preparation 
of  an  ultrafiltrate  of  this  fluid  and 
prompt  return  intravenously  to  lower 
portal  pressure  and  to  Improve  plasma 
volume  in  the  hope  of  aiding  hepatorenal 
syndrome.  Application  received  by  Com¬ 
missioner  of  Customs:  November  30. 
1971.  Advice  submitted  by  Department 
of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare: 
May  12.  1972. 

Comments:  No  comments  have  been 
received  with  respect  to  any  of  the  fore¬ 
going  applications.  Decision:  Applica¬ 
tions  approved.  No  instrument  or  appa¬ 
ratus  of  equivalent  scientific  value  to  the 
foreign  articles,  for  such  purposes  as 
these  articles  are  intended  to  be  used,  is 
being  manuf6u:tured  in  the  United  States. 

Reasons:  Each  foreign  article  was  re¬ 
cently  designed  for  removal  of  ascitic 
fluid  frmn  the  abdomen  of  patients.  Each 
has  been  donated  to  the  applicant  for 
clinical  evaluation  as  a  new  system  to 
lower  portal  pressure  and  Improve 
plasma  volume  in  terms  of  saving  lives 
of  patients  with  ascites.  We  are  advised 
by  the  Department  of  Health,  Educaticm. 
and  Welfare  (HEW)  in  its  respectively 
cited  memoranda,  that  (1)  such  a  system 
is  pertinent  to  each  applicant’s  research 
studies,  and  (2)  it  knows  of  no  scien¬ 
tifically  equivalent  domestic  Instrument 
for  each  applicant’s  intended  use. 

Ihe  Department  of  Commerce  knows 
of  no  other  instrument  or  apparatus  of 
equivalent  scientific  value  to  any  of  the 
foreign  articles  to  which  the  foregoing 
applications  relate,  for  such  purposes  as 
these  articles  are  intended  to  be  used, 
which  is  being  manufactured  in  thoj 
United  States. 

Seth  M.  Bodnzr. 

Director, 

Office  of  Import  Programs, 

[FR  Doc.72-10307  FUed  7-6-72:8:40  ami 
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UNIVERSITY  OF  MARYLAND  ET  AL 

Notice  of  Consolidated  Decision  on 

Applications  for  Duty-Free  Entry  of 

Viscoelastometers 

The  following  is  a  consolidated  deci¬ 
sion  on  applications  for  duty-free  entry 
of  viscoelastometers  pursuant  to  section 
6(c)  of  the  Educational,  Scientific,  and 
Cultural  Materials  Importation  Act  of 
1966  (Public  Law  89-651,  80  Stat.  897) 
and  the  regulations  issued  thereunder  as 
amended  (37  F.R.  3892  et  seq.).  (See 
especially  §701.11(0.) 

A  copy  of  the  record  pertaining  to  each 
of  the  applications  in  this  consolidated 
decision  is  available  for  public  review 
during  ordinary  business  hours  of  the 
Department  of  Commerce,  at  the  Special 
Import  Programs  Division,  Office  of  Im¬ 
port  Programs,  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce,  Washington,  D.C. 

Docket  No.  72-00125-65-86300.  Appli¬ 
cant:  University  of  Maryland,  College 
Park,  Md.  20742.  Article:  Viscoelastom- 
eter.  Model  DDV-II-B  Rheovibron.  Man¬ 
ufacturer:  Toyo  Measuring  Instruments 
Co.,  Ltd.,  Japan.  Intended  use  of  article: 
The  article  is  intended  to  be  used  in  an 
investigation  to  study  molecular  and 
phase  interaction  in  polymer  blends  and 
to  determine  the  compatibility  of  specific 
blends  of  homopolymers  and  copolymers 
produced  from  them.  A  second  program 
requiring  the  use  of  the  article  will  be 
studies  of  the  properties  of  material  pro¬ 
duced  frwn  the  radiation-induced  polym¬ 
erization  of  ethylene  and  hexafluoro- 
acetone.  Further,  the  instrument  will  be 
used  to  study  the  effect  of  solutes  on  the 
glass  transition  temperature  of  polymers 
and  in  doctoral-level  thesis  research  by 
graduate  students  in  the  study  of  novel 
polymers,  and  the  effect  of  solutes  on 
the  glass  transition  temperature  of  poly¬ 
mers.  Application  received  by  Commis¬ 
sioner  of  Customs:  September  13,  1971. 
Advice  submitted  by  National  Bureau  of 
Standards:  May  19,  1972. 

Docket  No.:  72-00196-65-86300.  Appli¬ 
cant:  The  University  of  Akron,  302  East 
Buchtel  Avenue,  Akron,  OH  44304.  Ar¬ 
ticle:  Viscoelastometer,  Model  DDV- 
II-B.  Manufacturer;  Toyo  Measuring 
Instruments  Co.,  Ltd.,  Japan.  Intended 
use  of  article:  The  article  will  be 
used  to  determine  the  time-temperature 
equivalence  of  viscoelastic  response  for 
two-phase  materials,  specifically  elas¬ 
tomers  including  block  copolymers.  Ap¬ 
plication  received  by  Commissioner  of 
Customs:  October  21,  1971.  Advice  sub¬ 
mitted  by  National  Bureau  of  Standards: 
May  25,  1972. 

Docket  No.:  72-00237-65-86300.  Appli¬ 
cant:  University  of  Cincinnati,  Cincin¬ 
nati,  Ohio  45221.  Article:  Viscoelastom¬ 
eter,  Model  DDV-2-B.  Manufacturer: 
Toyo  Measuring  Instruments  Co.,  Ltd., 
Japan.  Intended  use  of  article:  The  ar¬ 
ticle  is  Intended  to  be  used  for  studies 
of  semimicro  samples  of  thin  films  and 
fibers  of  the  general  class  of  polymeric 
materials  in  both  glassy  and  leathery 
states.  In  addition  the  article  will  be 
used  to  teach  students  aspects  of  the 
physical,  mechanical,  and  processing  be¬ 
havior  of  high  polymers  from  a  molecu¬ 


lar  viewpoint.  Application  received  by 
Commissioner  of  Customs:  Novem¬ 
ber  16,  1971.  Advice  submitted  by  Na¬ 
tional  Bmeau  of  Standards:  May  25, 
1972. 

Comments:  No  comments  have  been 
received  with  respect  to  any  of  the  fore¬ 
going  applications. 

Decision:  Applications  approved.  No 
instrument  or  apparatus  of  equivalent 
scientific  value  to  the  foreign  articles,  for 
such  purposes  as  these  articles  are  in¬ 
tended  to  be  used,  is  being  manufactured 
in  the  United  States. 

Reasons:  Each  foreign  article  pro¬ 
vides  a  frequency  range  of  3.5  to  110 
Hertz  (Hz),  the  most  closely  comparable 
domestic  instriunent,  the  Rheometrics 
Mechanical  Spectrometer,  maniifac- 
tured  by  Rheometrics,  Inc.,  does  not  pro¬ 
vide  the  frequency  range  described  above 
and  has  a  sharp  drop  in  dynamic 
response  at  a  frequency  of  20  Hz.  We 
are  advised  by  the  National  Bureau  of 
Standards  (NBS)  in  its  respectively  cited 
memoranda  that  a  frequency  range  of 
3.5  to  110  Hz  is  pertinent  to  the  purposes 
for  which  each  article  is  intended  to  be 
used.  NBS  also  advises  that  it  knows  of 
no  domestically  manufactured  instru¬ 
ment  which  is  scientifically  equivalent  to 
any  of  the  foreign  articles  cited  above 
for  each  applicant’s  intended  use.  For 
this  reason,  we  find  that  the  Rheometrics 
Mechanical  Spectrometer  is  not  of 
equivalent  scientific  value  to  the  foreign 
articles  to  which  the  foregoing  applica¬ 
tions  relate  for  such  purposes  as  these 
articles  are  intended  to  be  used. 

The  Department  of  Commerce  knows 
of  no  other  instrument  or  apparatus  of 
equivalent  scientific  value  to  any  of  the 
foreign  articles  to  which  the  foregoing 
applications  relate,  for  such  purposes  as 
these  articles  are  intended  to  be  used, 
which  is  being  manufactured  In  the 
United  States. 

Seth  M.  Bodner, 
Director, 

Office  of  Import  Programs. 

|FR  Doc.72-10396  Plied  7-6-72;8:49  am] 


UNIVERSITY  OF  WASHINGTON 

Notice  of  Consolidated  Decision  on 
Applications  for  Duty-Free  Entry  of 
Recording  Current  Meters 

The  following  is  a  consolidated  deci¬ 
sion  on  applications  for  duty-free  entry 
of  recording  current  meters  pursuant  to 
section  6(c)  of  the  Educational,  Scien¬ 
tific,  and  Cultural  Materials  Importation 
Act  of  1966  (Public  Law  89-651,  80  Stat. 
897)  and  the  regulations  issued  there- 
imder  as  amended  (37  F.R.  3892  et  seq.). 
(See  especially  §  701.11(e).) 

A  copy  of  the  record  pertaining  to 
each  of  the  applications  in  this  ccmsoli- 
dated  decision  is  available  for  public  re¬ 
view  during  ordinary  business  hours  of 
the  Department  of  Commerce,  at  the 
Special  Import  Programs  Division,  Office 
of  Import  Programs,  Department  of 
Commerce,  Washington,  D.C. 

Docket  No.  72-00019-56-17500.  Appli¬ 
cant:  University  of  WashingtOTi,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Oceanography  WB-10,  Seattle, 


Wash.  98195.  Article:  Recording  current 
meter.  Model  4.  Manufacturer:  Ivar 
Aanderaa,  Norway.  Intended  use  of  ar¬ 
ticle:  The  article  will  be  used  to  study 
the  vertical  and  horizontal  water  struc- 
tui'e  off  the  Washington  coast,  estuarine 
circulation  in  Puget  Soxmd  and  flow  in 
the  Columbia  River  and  adjacent  areas. 
It  is  necessary  to  measure  the  water 
temperature,  salinity,  and  pressure  to 
calculate  density  differences  and,  finally, 
the  horizontal  pressure  gradients  at 
various  levels  above  some  arbitrary  da¬ 
tum  plane.  Application  received  by  Com¬ 
missioner  of  Customs:  July  9,  1971.  Ad¬ 
vice  submitted  by  National  Bureau  of 
Standards:  May  25,  1972. 

Docket  No.  72-00051-56-17500.  Appli¬ 
cant:  University  of  Washington,  De¬ 
partment  of  Oceanography,  Seattle, 
Wash.  98195.  Article:  Recording  current 
meter.  Model  4.  Manufacturer:  Ivar 
Aanderaa,  Norway. 

Intended  use  of  article:  The  article 
will  be  used  in  studies  on  the  vertical  and 
horizontal  water  structure  off  the  Wash¬ 
ington  coast,  estuarine  circulatiwi  in 
Puget  Sound,  and  fiow  in  the  Columbia 
River  and  adjacent  areas.  In  addition 
the  instrument  will  be  used  for  educa¬ 
tional  purposes  in  an  oceanographic 
course  to  familiarize  students  with 
methods  of  measuring  oceanographic  en¬ 
vironmental  parameters.  Application  re¬ 
ceived  by  Commissioner  of  Customs: 
July  26,  1972.  Advice  submitted  by  Na¬ 
tional  Bureau  of  Standards:  May  31, 
1972. 

Docket  No.  72-00273-56-17500.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  University  of  Washington,  De¬ 
partment  of  Oceanography,  Seattle, 
Wash.  98195.  Article:  Recording  current 
meter.  Model  4.  Manufacturer:  Ivar  Aan¬ 
deraa,  Norway.  Intended  use  of  article: 
'The  article  is  intended  to  be  used  for 
studies  of  the  vertical  and  horizontal 
water  structure  off  the  Washington  coast, 
estuarine  circulation  in  Puget  Soimd  and 
fiow  in  the  Columbia  River  and  adjacent 
areas.  The  article  will  also  be  used  in  the 
course  Ocean  360:  Methods  and  instru¬ 
ments  in  oceanography,  to  familiarize 
students  with  methods  of  measuring  en¬ 
vironmental  parameters.  Application  re¬ 
ceived  by  Commissioner  of  Cjustoms:  De¬ 
cember  7,  1971.  Advice  submitted  by  Na¬ 
tional  Bureau  of  Standards:  May  31, 
1972. 

Comments:  No  comments  have  been 
received  with  respect  to  any  of  the  fore¬ 
going  applications.  Decision:  Applica¬ 
tions  approved.  No  instrument  or  ap¬ 
paratus  of  equivalent  scientific  value  to 
the  foreign  articles  for  such  purposes  as 
these  articles  are  intended  to  be  used, 
is  being  manufactured  in  the  United 
States. 

Reasons:  Each  foreign  article  is  a  self- 
contained  instrument  providing  the 
capabilities  of  a  self-contained  power 
supply,  a  large  self-contained  data  stor¬ 
age  capacity,  current  speed  measurement 
of  0  to  5  knots,  current  direction,  tem¬ 
perature  from  —2“  to  20“  C.,  pressure 
with  a  variable  full  scale,  conductivity 
(salinity)  and  operating  periods  of  up  to 
6  months.  We  are  advised  by  the  National 
Bureau  of  Standards  (NBS)  in  the  re¬ 
spectively  cited  memoranda,  that  the  re- 
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qulrement  for  a  self-contained  instru¬ 
ment  capable  of  measuring  the  various 
parameters  described  above  and  capable 
of  operating  for  up  to  6  months  is  perti¬ 
nent  to  the  purposes  for  which  each  of 
the  foreign  articles  cited  above  is  in¬ 
tended  to  be  used.  NBS  also  advises  that 
it  knows  of  no  domestically  manu¬ 
factured  instrument  which  is  scientifi¬ 
cally  equivalent  to  any  of  the  foreign 
articles  to  which  the  foregoing  applica¬ 
tions  relate  for  such  purposes  as  these 
articles  are  intended  to  be  used. 

The  Department  of  Commerce  knot’s 
of  no  other  instrument  or  apparatus  of 
equivalent  scientific  value  to  any  of  the 
foreign  articles  to  which  the  foregoing 
applications  relate,  for  such  purposes  as 
these  articles  are  intended  to  be  used, 
which  is  being  manufactured  in  the 
United  States. 

Seth  M.  Bodner, 

Director, 

Office  of  Import  Programs. 

[PR  Doc  72-10398  Plied  7-6-72;8:49  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Food  and  Drug  Administration 

MERCK  SHARP  &  DOHME  AND 
MERRELL-NATIONAL  LABORATORIES 

Notice  of  Revocation  of  Licenses  to 
Produce  Certain  Biologies 

Notice  was  given  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter  of  March  15.  1972  (37  P.R.  5404), 
that  the  Division  of  Biologies  Standards. 
National  Institutes  of  Health,  was  un¬ 
dertaking  a  review  of  the  effectiveness 
of  all  biologies  licensed  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  351  of  the  Public  Health  Service 
Act  (42  U.S.C.  262),  and  that  the  first 
categories  of  licensed  products  to  be  re¬ 
viewed  for  this  purpose  would  be  those 
bacterial  vaccines  and  bacterial  antigens 
whose  labels  are  required  by  42  CFR 
73.601  (r)  to  state  “No  UB.  standard  of 
potency.”  It  was  also  stated  that  a  li¬ 
censed  manufacturer  of  such  bacterial 
vaccines  or  antigens  who  wished  to  con¬ 
tinue  manufacturing  and  marketing  the 
products  should  advise  the  Division  of 
Biologies  Standards  in  writing  within  30 
days  of  the  publication  of  the  notice  that 
he  would  submit  substantial  evidence  of 
the  effectiveness  of  each  of  his  affected 
products  within  180  days  of  the  notice. 

Effective  July  1,  1972,  the  Division  of 
Biologies  Standards  was  transferred  to 
the  Food  and  Drug  Administration,  and 
has  been  redesignated  the  Bureau  of  Bio¬ 
logies.  Two  manufacturers  of  the  affected 
licensed  products,  Merck  Sharp  &  Dohme, 
a  division  of  Merck  &  Co.,  Inc.,  and  Mer- 
rell-National  Laboratories,  a  division  of 
Richardson-Merrell  Inc.,  have  deter¬ 
mined  that  they  no  longer  wish  to  con¬ 
tinue  to  manufacture  the  products. 

Pursuant  to  section  351  of  the  Public 
Health  Service  Act  (42  U.S.C.  262),  the 
applicable  Public  Health  Service  regu¬ 
lation,  42  CFR  72.230,  and  the  authority 
vested  in  the  Commissioner  of  Food  and 


Drugs  by  virtue  of  the  recent  transfer 
of  authority,  the  following  product  li¬ 
censes  have  been  revoked  without 
prejudice: 

1.  (a)  Polyvalent  bacterial  antigens 
with  “No  U.S.  Standard  of  Potency”;  and 
(b>  polyvalent  sensitized  bacterial  vac¬ 
cines  with  “No  U.S.  Standard  of  Po¬ 
tency”,  manufactured  imder  license 
number  2,  issued  to  Merck  Sharp  & 
Dohme,  a  division  of  Merck  &  Co.,  Inc., 
West  Point.  Pa.  19486. 

2.  Polyvalent  bacterial  vaccines  with 
“No  U.S.  Standard  of  Potency”,  manu¬ 
factured  under  license  number  101,  is¬ 
sued  to  Merrell-National  Laboratories,  a 
division  of  Richardson-Merrell  Inc., 
Swiftwater,  Pa.  18370. 

Consideration  is  presently  being  given 
to  the  type  of  evidence  appropriate  to 
demonstrate  the  effectiveness  of  bacte¬ 
rial  vaccines  and  bacterial  antigens,  and 
the  procedures  to  be  used  in  implement¬ 
ing  the  requirement  that  these  products 
satisfy  all  legal  requirements  under  both 
section  351  of  the  Public  Health  Service 
Act  and  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and 
Cosmetic  Act.  Proposed  regulations  gov¬ 
erning  these  matters  will  be  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  at  a  later  date. 

Dated:  July  5. 1972. 

Sam  D.  Fine, 
Associate  Commissioner 
for  Compliance. 

|FR  Doc.72  10492  Filed  7-6-72:9:44  am] 


SECRETARY’S  TECHNICAL  ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE  ON  POISON  PREVEN¬ 
TION  PACKAGING 

Notice  of  Public  Meeting 

Under  authority  delegated  to  him  (21 
CFR  2.120)  and  pursuant  to  section  3(a) 
of  the  Poison  Prevention  Packaging  Act 
of  1970,  the  Commissioner  of  Food  and 
Drugs  is  to  consult  the  Secretary’s  Tech¬ 
nical  Advisory  Committee  on  Poison  Pre¬ 
vention  Packaging  in  making  findings 
and  establishing  child  protection  pack¬ 
aging  standards.  The  Committee  has 
been  established  in  accordance  lAith  sec¬ 
tion  6(a)  of  the  act. 

Notice  is  given  that  the  next  meeting 
of  the  Committee,  July  13-14,  1972,  will 
commence  at  9:30  a.m.  on  July  13,  1972, 
in  the  South  Scott  Room,  Gramercy  Inn, 
1616  Rhode  Island  Avenue  NW.,  Wash- 
ingtem,  D.C.  20036. 

Proposed  regulations  and  experience 
with  the  testing  protocol  (21  CFR  295.10) 
will  be  considered  and  discussed  by  the 
Committee.  All  who  have  been  conduct¬ 
ing  tests  according  to  the  established 
protocol  are  invited  to  present,  either  in 
person  or  by  letter,  their  experience, 
comments,  and  suggestions,  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee.  Written  responses  should  be  re¬ 
ceived  by  the  Executive  Secretary  not 
later  than  July  12,  1972. 

The  meeting  of  the  Committee  shall  be 
open  to  the  public,  and  a  period  of  time 
will  be  allotted  for  public  participation. 
A  verbatim  transcript  will  be  kept  and 
made  available  for  public  inspection  at 
the  Office  of  the  Committee’s  Executive 
Secretary,  Room  228,  5401  Westbard 


Avenue,  Bethesda,  Md.  20016.  Persons 
desiring  copies  of  the  transcript  shall  be 
referred  to  the  reporting  service. 

This  notice  is  issued  pursuant  to  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Poison  Prevention  Pack¬ 
aging  Act  of  1970  (secs.  3(a),  6(a),  84 
Stat.  1670,  1672;  15  U.S.C.  1472(a),  1475 
(a)),  and  under  authority  delegr.ted  to 
the  (Commissioner  (21  CFR  2.120  . 

Dated:  July  5, 1972. 

Sam  D.  Fine, 
Associate  Commissioner 
for  Compliance. 

[FR  Doc.72-10493  Piled  7-6-72;9:44  am) 


ATDMIC  ENERGY  CDMMISSIDN 

[Docket  No.  50-289] 

METROPOLITAN  EDISON  CO.  ET  AL. 

Notice  of  Consideration  of  Issuance  of 
Facility  Operating  License  and  No¬ 
tice  of  Opportunity  for  Hearing 

The  Atomic  Energy  Commission  (the 
Commission)  will  consider  the  Issuance 
of  a  facility  operating  licaise  to  Metro- 
F>olitan  Edison  Co.,  Jersey  Central  Power 
&  Light  Co.,  and  Pennsylvania  Electric 
Co.  (the  licensees)  which  would  authorize 
the  licensees  to  possess,  use.  and  operate 
the  3-Mile  Island  Nuclear  Station  Unit 
1,  a  pressurized  water  reactor  (the 
facility)  located  on  the  licensees’  site  in 
Dauphin  County,  Pa.,  at  steady-state 
power  levels  not  to  exceed  2,535  mega¬ 
watts  (thermal)  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  the  license  and  the  technical 
specifications  appended  thereto,  upon  the 
receipt  of  a  report  on  the  application  by 
the  AdvisoiT  Committee  on  Reactor 
Safeguards,  the  submission  of  a  favorable 
safety  evaluation  of  the  application  by 
the  (Commission’s  Directorate  of  Licens¬ 
ing.  the  completion  of  the  environmental 
review  required  by  the  Commission’s  reg¬ 
ulations  in  10  CFR  Part  50,  Appendix  D, 
and  a  finding  by  the  Commission  that  the 
application  for  the  facility  license  (as 
amended)  complies  with  the  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954, 
as  amended,  and  the  Commission’s  regu¬ 
lations  in  10  CFR  Chapter  1.  Construc¬ 
tion  of  the  facility  was  authorized  by 
Provisional  Constructiwi  Permit  No. 
C?PPR-40,  issued  by  the  Cmnmlssion  on 
May  18.  1968.  v 

Prior  to  issuance  of  any  operating  li¬ 
cense,  the  Commission  will  inspect  the 
facility  to  determine  whether  it  has  been 
constructed  in  accordance  with  the  ap¬ 
plication,  as  amended,  and  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  Provisional  Construction  Permit 
No.  CPPR-40.  In  addition,  the  license  will 
not  be  issued  until  the  Commission  has 
made  the  findings,  refiecting  its  review 
of  the  application  imder  the  Atomic  Ebi- 
ergy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended,  which  will 
be  set  forth  in  the  proposed  license,  and 
has  concluded  that  the  issuance  of  the 
license  will  not  be  inimical  to  the  com¬ 
mon  defense  and  security  or  to  the  health 
and  safety  of  the  public.  Upon  Issuance  of 
the  license,  the  licensees  will  be  required 
to  execute  an  indemnity  agreement  as 
required  by  section  170  of  the  Act  and 
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10  CFR  Part  140  of  the  Commission’s 
regulations. 

The  facility  is  subject  to  the  provisions 
of  section  C  of  Appendix  D  to  10  CITl 
Part  50,  which  sets  forth  procedures  ap¬ 
plicable  to  review  of  environmental  con¬ 
siderations  for  production  and  utiliza¬ 
tion  facilities  for  which  construction  per¬ 
mits  were  issued  prior  to  January  1, 1970. 
Notice  Is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  10 
CFR  Part  2,  “Rules  of  Practice,’’  and  Ap¬ 
pendix  D  of  10  CFR  Part  50,  “Licensing 
of  Production  and  Utilization  Facilities,’’ 
that  the  Commission  is  providing  an  op¬ 
portunity  for  hearing  with  respect  to 
whether,  considering  those  matters  cov¬ 
ered  by  Appendix  D  to  10  CFR  Part  50, 
the  provisional  construction  permit  in 
the  captioned  proceeding  should  be  con¬ 
tinued,  modifled,  terminated,  or  appro¬ 
priately  conditioned  to  protect  environ¬ 
mental  values. 

Within  thirty  (30)  days  from  the  date 
of  publication  of  this  notice  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  the  licensees  may  file  a  re¬ 
quest  for  a  hearing  and  any  person  whose 
interest  may  be  affected  by  this  proceed¬ 
ing  may  file  a  petition  for  leave  to  in¬ 
tervene  (1)  with  respect  to  whether, 
considering  those  matters  covered  by 
Appendix  D  to  10  CFR  Part  50,  the  pro¬ 
visional  construction  permit  should  be 
continued,  modified,  terminated,  or  ap¬ 
propriately  conditioned  to  protect  envi¬ 
ronmental  values:  and  (2)  with  respect 
to  the  issuance  of  a  facility  operating 
license.  Requests  for  a  hearing  and  peti¬ 
tions  to  intervene  shall  be  filed  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  Commission’s  rules  of 
practice  in  10  CFR  Part  2.  If  a  request 
for  a  hearing  or  petition  for  leave  to  in¬ 
tervene  is  filed  within  the  time  prescribed 
in  this  notice,  the  Commission  will  issue  a 
notice  of  hearing  or  an  appropriate 
order.  In  accordance  with  10  CTH  2.714, 
a  petition  for  leave  to  intervene  which  is 
not  timely  filed  will  be  dismissed  unless 
the  petitioner  shows  good  cause  for  fail¬ 
ure  to  file  it  on  time. 

For  further  details  pertinent  to  the 
matters  imder  consideration,  see  the  ap¬ 
plication  for  the  facility  operating  li¬ 
cense  dated  June  25,  1970,  as  amended; 
the  licensees’  revised  environmental  re¬ 
port  dated  February  11, 1972;  and  the  li¬ 
censees’  Amendment  No.  1  thereto,  dated 
March  3,  1972,  and  the  draft  detailed 
statement  on  environmental  considera¬ 
tions  pursuant  to  10  CFR  Part  50,  Ap¬ 
pendix  D,  notice  of  availability  of  which 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
on  June  24,  1972  (37  F.R.  12513),  which 
are  available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
Commission’s  Public  Document  Room, 
1717  H  Street  NW.,  Washington,  DC.  and 
at  the  (jovemment  Publications  Section, 
State  Library  of  Pennsylvania,  Box  1601 
(Education  Building),  Harrisburg,  PA 
17126.  As  they  become  available,  the  fol¬ 
lowing  documents  also  will  be  available 
at  the  above  locations:  (1)  The  report 
of  the  Advisory  Committee  on  Reactor 
Safeguards  on  the  application  for  a  fa¬ 
cility  operating  license  for  the  3-Mile 
Island  Nuclear  Station  Unit  1;  (2)  the 
Commission’s  final  detailed  statement  on 
environmental  considerations  pursuant 
to  10  CFR  Part  50,  Appendix  D;  (3)  the 
safety  evaluation  prepared  by  the  Di¬ 


rectorate  of  Licensing;  (4)  the  proposed 
facility  operating  license;  and  (5)  the 
technical  specifications,  which  will  be  at¬ 
tached  as  Appendix  A  to  the  proposed 
facility  operating  license. 

Copies  of  the  revised  environmental 
report  and  Amendment  No.  1  thereto  to 
the  extent  of  supply,  and  items  (1),  (2), 
(3).  and  (4)  when  available,  may  be  ob¬ 
tained  by  request  to  the  Deputy  Director 
for  Reactor  Projects,  Directorate  of  Li¬ 
censing,  U.S.  Atomic  Energy  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20545. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md.,  this  29th  day 
of  June  1972. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

A.  Giambusso, 

Deputy  Director  for  Reactor 
Projects,  Directorate  of  Li¬ 
censing. 

[PR  Doc.72-10368  Filed  7-6-72;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  60-16] 

POWER  REACTOR  DEVELOPMENT  CO. 

Denial  of  Application  for  License  Ex¬ 
tension  and  Order  Suspending  Op¬ 
erations 

I.  The  Power  Reactor  Development  Co. 
(PRDC)  filed  an  application  with  the 
Atomic  Energy  Commission  on  Janu¬ 
ary  29,  1972,  for  extension  of  the  expir- 
aticxi  date  of  Provisional  Operating  Li¬ 
cense  No.  DPR-9  for  the  Enrico  Fermi 
Atomic  Power  Plant  No.  1  (Fermi-I 
reactor)  from  February  29,  1972,  to 
June  30,  1972,  and  another  request  on 
May  31,  1972,  to  extend  the  expiration 
date  of  the  license  to  December  31,  1972. 
Provisional  Operating  License  No.  DPR- 
9  was  issued  May  10,  1963,  and  has  been 
renewed  at  intervals  of  6  months  to  18 
months  through  the  period  ending 
December  31,  1971.  PRDC  requested  on 
November  29,  1971,  that  the  license  be 
extended  from  December  31,  1971,  to 
June  30,  1972.  The  application  contained 
insufficient  data  concerning  financial 
qualifications  to  support  the  6-month  ex¬ 
tension.  It  did,  however,  contain  suffi¬ 
cient  information  to  support  the  Com¬ 
mission  finding  that  PRDC  was  finan¬ 
cially  qualified,  in  accordance  with  10 
CFR  50.33(f)  and  Appendix  C  of  10  CFR 
Part  50,  for  a  2-month  period.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  an  order  was  issued  January  25, 
1972,  that  extended  the  expiration  date 
of  the  license  to  February  29, 1972. 

On  May  31,  1972,  PRDC  submitted  an 
application  for  extension  of  the  expira¬ 
tion  date  of  the  license  from  February  29. 
1972,  to  December  31.  1972.  PRDC,  hav¬ 
ing  filed  a  timely  application  for  exten¬ 
sion  on  January  29,  1972,  has  continued 
to  operate  the  Ferml-I  reactor  as  per¬ 
mitted  by  5  2.109  of  10  CFR  Part  2. 
Neither  of  the  applications  contained 
sufficient  evidence  of  financial  qualifica¬ 
tions  to  support  extension  of  the  license 
beyond  February  29, 1972.  PRDC  was  in¬ 
formed  by  letter  dated  March  31,  1972, 
that  the  January  application  contained 
insufficient  data  to  support  a  finding  that 
PRDC  is  financially  qualified  to  con¬ 
tinue  to  operate  the  Fermi-I  reactor,  and 
if  necessary,  to  shut  down  the  reactor. 


pay  the  fuel  reprocessing  costs,  other 
shut  down  costs,  and  the  cost  of  main¬ 
taining  the  reactor  in  a  safe  condition. 
On  Jime  7,  1972,  PRDC  was  informed 
that  it  must  demonstrate  adequate  re¬ 
sources  or  firm  commitments  to  establish 
financial  qualifications  without  further 
delay.  No  such  dMnonstration  has  been 
.made. 

n.  Prom  the  foregoing,  it  is  apparent 
that  PRDC  has  not  demonstrated,  pur¬ 
suant  to  §  50.33(f)  of  10  CFR  Part  50, 
that  it  is  financially  qualified  to  operate 
the  Fermi-I  reactor.  In  view  of  this,  the 
Director  of  Regulation  has  foimd  that 
the  public  health,  safety,  and  Interest 
requires  the  issuance  of  an  order  to  show 
cause,  pursuant  to  10  CFR  2.202  and  50.1 
without  further  notice. 

m.  In  view  of  the  foregoing  and  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954 
and  the  Commission’s  regulations  in  10 
CFR  Parts  2  and  50:  It  is  hereby  ordered. 
That  within  twenty  (20)  days  after  the 
date  of  this  order,  PRDC  show  cause: 

a.  Why  the  application  for  extension 
of  expiration  date  of  Provisional  Oper¬ 
ating  License  No.  DPR-9  should  not  be 
denied,  and 

b.  Why  PRDC  should  not  suspend  all 
operations  at  the  Enrico  Fermi  Atomic 
Power  Plant,  reduce  expenditures  to  the 
minimal  amount  practicable  consistent 
with  assuring  the  safety  of  the  public 
and  the  protection  of  the  environment, 
submit  a  dismantling  plan,  and  prepare 
to  implement  such  plan  immediately 
upon  Commission  approval. 

PRDC  may,  within  20  days  of  the  date 
of  receipt  of  this  order,  file  a  written 
answer  to  this  order  under  oath  or  affir¬ 
mation  and  may  also  request  a  hearing 
as  provided  in  5  2.202  of  10  CFR  Part  2. 
Any  answer  filed  shall  specifically  admit 
or  deny  each  allegation  made  in  section 
I,  above,  and  may  set  forth  the  matters 
of  fact  and  law  upon  which  PRDC  relies. 
Upon  failure  of  PRDC  to  file  an  answer 
within  the  time  specified,  the  Director 
of  Regulation  will,  without  further  no¬ 
tice,  issue  an  order  suspending  opera¬ 
tions  imder  Provisional  Operating  Li¬ 
cense  No.  DPR-9  and  denying  the  appli¬ 
cation  for  extension  of  the  expiration 
date  of  Provisional  Operating  License  No. 
DPR^9. 

IV.  In  the  event  a  hearing  is  de¬ 
manded,  the  Issues  to  be  considered  at 
such  hearing,  to  be  held  at  a  time  and 
place  to  be  designated  by  Commission 
order,  shall  be: 

1.  Whether  PRDC  is  financially  quali¬ 
fied  to  operate  the  Fermi-I  reactor. 

2.  Whether  operations  under  Provi¬ 
sional  Operating  License  No.  DPR-9 
should  be  suspended. 

3.  Whether  the  application  for  exten¬ 
sion  of  the  expiration  date  of  Provisional 
Operating  License  No.  DPR-9  should  be 
denied. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md.,  this  29th  day 
of  June  1972. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

A.  Giambusso, 

Deputy  Director  for  Reactor 
Projects,  Directorate  of  Li¬ 
censing. 

[PR  Doc.72-10369  Piled  7-6-72;8:46  am] 
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[Docket  No.  50-281] 

VIRGINIA  ELECTRIC  AND  POWER  CO. 

Order  Extending  Completion  Date 

Virginia  Electric  and  Power  Co.  has 
filed  a  request  dated  May  23,  1972,  for 
an  extension  of  the  lat^t  completion 
date  specified  in  Provisional  Construc¬ 
tion  Permit  No.  CPPR-44,  for  construc¬ 
tion  of  a  2441  megawatts  (thermal) 
pressurized  water  nuclear  reactor,  desig¬ 
nated  as  the  Surry  Power  Station  Unit 
No.  2,  at  the  applicant’s  site  in  Surry 
County,  Va. 

Good  caase  having  been  shown  for 
extension  of  said  date  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  185  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of 
1954,  as  amended,  and  §  50.55(b)  of  10 
CFR  Part  50  of  the  Commission’s  regu¬ 
lations;  It  is  hereby  ordered.  That  the 
latest  completion  date  is  extended  from 
July  1, 1972,  to  March  1, 1973, 

Date  of  issuance:  June  30, 1972. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

A.  OlAMBUSSO, 

Deputy  Director  for  Reactor 
Projects,  Directorate  of  Li¬ 
censing. 

[FR  Doc.72-10360  Filed  7-6-72;8;46  am] 


(Docket  No.  60-301 J 

WISCONSIN  ELECTRIC  POWER  CO. 
AND  WISCONSIN-MICHIGAN 
POWER  CO. 


Order  of  Board  Concerning  Schedule 
for  Evidentiary  Hearing 

In  the  matter  of  Wisconsin  Electric 
Power  Co.,  and  Wisconsin-Michigan 
Power  Co.  (Point  Beach  Nuclear  Plant, 
Unit  2). 

A  hearing  in  the  above-captioned 
matter  is  scheduled  for  Tuesday,  July  18, 
1972,  at  10  a.m.,  local  time,  in  Court¬ 
room  325,  Federal  Building,  517  East 
Wisconsin  Avenue,  Milwaukee,  WI 
53202. 


Dated:  June  30,  1972. 

For  the  Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing 
Board. 

Robert  M.  Lazo, 

Chairman. 

(FR  Doc.72-10361  Filed  7-6-72:8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  50-266] 


Pursuant  to  the  National  Environmen¬ 
tal  Policy  Act  of  1969  (NEIPA)  and  the 
Atomic  Energy  Commission’s  regulations 
in  Appendix  D  of  10  CFR  Part  50,  a  no¬ 
tice  was  published  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter  on  May  19,  1972  (37  F.R.  10094),  to 
the  effect  that  a  Final  Detailed  State¬ 
ment  related  to  the  Point  Beach  Nuclear 
Plant,  Units  1  and  2,  has  been  placed  in 
the  following  locations  where  it  will  be 
available  for  inspection  by  members  of 
the  public :  The  Commission’s  Public 
Document  Room,  1717  H  Street  NW., 
Washington,  DC,  and  at  the  Manitowoc 
Public  Library,  808  Hamilton  Street, 
Manitowoc,  WI  54220.  The  report  is  also 
being  made  available  at  the  State  Plan¬ 
ning  Bureau.  Department  of  Adminis¬ 
tration,  1  West  Wilson  Street,  State  Office 
Building,  Madison.  WI  53701,  and  at  the 
Southeastern  Wisconsin  Regional  Plan¬ 
ning  Commission,  916  North  East  Ave¬ 
nue,  Waukesha.  WI  53186. 

The  Director  of  Regulation  has  con¬ 
cluded  that,  for  the  reasons  set  out  in  the 
detailed  statement  after  weighing  the  en¬ 
vironmental,  economic,  technical,  and 
other  benefits  against  environmental 
costs  and  considering  available  alterna¬ 
tives,  the  operating  license  should  be 
continued. 

Within  thirty  (30)  days  from  the  date 
of  the  publication  of  this  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register,  the  Wisconsin  Electric 
Power  Co.  and  the  Wisconsin-Michigan 
Power  Co.  may  file  a  request  for  a  hear¬ 
ing  on  the  issue  whether,  in  accordance 
w'ith  the  requirements  in  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  regulations  implementing  NEPA  in 
10  CFR  Part  50,  Appendix  D,  the  operat¬ 
ing  license  should  continue  as  proposed, 
and  any  person  whose  interest  may  be 
affected  by  this  proceeding  may  file  a 
petition  for  leave  to  intervene  and  re¬ 
quest  a  hearing  on  such  issue.  Requests 
for  a  hearing  and  petitions  for  leave  to 
intervene  shall  be  filed  in  accordance 
with  the  Commission’s  “Rules  of  Prac¬ 
tice,’’  in  10  CFR  Part  2.  If  a  request  for 
hearing  or  petition  for  leave  to  intervene 
is  filed  within  the  time  prescribed  in  this 
notice,  the  Commission  will  issue  a  notice 
of  hearing  or  an  appropriate  order.  In 
accordance  with  10  CFR  2.714,  a  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  which  is  not  timely 
filed  will  be  dismissed  unless  the  peti¬ 
tioner  shows  good  cause  for  failure  to  file 
it  on  time. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md.,  this  30th  day 
of  June  1972, 


WISCONSIN  ELECTRIC  POWER  CO., 
AND  WISCONSIN-MICHIGAN 
POWER  CO. 

Notice  of  Opportunity  for  Hearing 

’The  Wisconsin-Michigan  Power  Co. 
and  Wisconsin  Electric  Power  Co.  are 
the  holders  of  Operating  License  No. 
DPR-24  (the  operating  license),  issued 
by  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission  on 
October  5,  1970.  The  operating  license 
authorizes  the  licensees  to  operate  a  pres¬ 
surized  water  nuclear  reactor,  designated 
as  the  Point  Beach  Nuclear  Plant,  Unit 
No.  1,  at  steady-state  power  levels  up  to 
a  maximum  of  1518  megawatts  (thermal) 
at  the  licensee’s  site  at  Manitowoc 
Coimty,  Wis. 


For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

R.  C.  DeYoung, 

Assistant  Director  for  Pres¬ 
surised  Water  Reactors,  Di¬ 
rectorate  of  Licensing. 

(FR  Doc.72-10367  Filed  7-6-72;8:46  am] 


LOSS  OF  FLUID  TEST  FACILITY,  NA¬ 
TIONAL  REACTOR  TESTING  STA¬ 
TION,  IDAHO 

Notice  of  Availability  of  the  General 
Manager’s  Draft  Environmental 
Statement 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  that  a  docu¬ 
ment  entitled,  “Draft  Environmental 


Statement — Loss  of  Fluid  Test  Facility, 
National  Reactor  Testing  Station, 
Idaho’’  issued  pursuant  to  the  Atomic 
Energy  Commission’s  implementation  of 
section  102(2)  (C)  of  the  National  Envi¬ 
ronmental  Policy  Act  of  1969  is  being 
placed  in  the  Commission’s  Public  Docu¬ 
ment  Room.  1717  H  Street  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  DC  20545,  and  in  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Albuquerque  Operations  Office. 
Post  Office  Box  5400,  Albuquerque,  NM 
87115;  Chicago  Operations  Office,  9800 
South  Cass  Avenue,  Argonne,  IL  60439; 
Grand  Junction  Office,  Post  Office  Box 
2567,  Grand  Junction,  CO  81501;  Idaho 
Operations  Office,  Post  Office  Box  2108, 
Idaho  Palls,  ID  83401;  New  York  Office, 
376  Hudson  Street,  New  York,  NY  10014; 
Oak  Ridge  Operations  Office,  Post  Office 
Box  E,  Oak  Ridge,  TN  37830;  and  San 
Francisco  Operations  Office,  2111  Ban¬ 
croft  Way,  Berkeley,  CA  94704. 

The  draft  environmental  statement 
will  be  furnished  upon  request  addressed 
to  the  Assistant  General  Manager  for 
Environment  and  Safety,  U.S.  Atomic 
Energy  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20545. 

Dated  at  Germantown,  Md.,  this  29th 
day  of  June  1972. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

W.  B.  McCool, 
Secretary  of  the  Commission. 

(FR  Doc.72-10357  Filed  7-6-72:8:45  am] 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

ALLEGHENY  AIRLINES,  INC. 

Notice  of  Application  for  Amendment 
of  Certificate  of  Public  Convenience 
and  Necessity 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Civil 
Aeronautics  Board  on  June  30,  1972,  re¬ 
ceived  an  application.  Docket  24582, 
from  Allegheny  Airlines,  Inc.  for 
amendment  of  its  certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  for  route  97 
to  provide  nonstop  service  between 
Cincinnati,  Ohio,  and  Washington,  D.C. 
’The  applicant  requests  that  its  applica¬ 
tion  be  processed  under  the  expedited 
procedures  set  forth  in  Subpart  M  of 
Part  302  (14  CFR  Part  302). 

[seal]  Harry  J.  Zink, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-10417  Filed  7-6-72:  8:51  am] 


(Dockets  Nos.  24686,  22859:  Order  72-7-1] 

AIRLIFT  INTERNATIONAL,  INC. 

Order  Instituting  investigation 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C., 
on  the  3d  day  of  July  1972. 

Space-available  rates  proposed  by  Air¬ 
lift  International,  Inc.,  Docket  24586; 
domestic  air  freight  rate  investigation. 
Docket  22859. 

By  tariff  bearing  a  posting  date  of 
May  30  and  marked  to  become  effective 
July  14.  1972,  Airlift  International,  Inc. 
(Airlift)  proposes  to  establish  “space- 
available’’  rates  from  Los  Angeles  and 
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San  Francisco  to  Atlanta  and  Miami. 
The  proposed  rates  would  be  on  an  air¬ 
port- to-airport  basis  (pickup  service 
would  not  be  offered  but  delivery  service 
would  be  available  from  the  carrier  at 
the  usual  rates)  and  no  traffic  would  be 
transported  until  after  accommodation 
of  all  other  revenue  traffic  including  non- 
priority  mail.  Certain  other  restrictions 
would  also  be  imposed.' 

The  proposed  rates  w'ould  effect  reduc¬ 
tions  ranging  to  as  much  as  40  below  the 
currently  effective  standard  service  gen¬ 
eral  commodity  rates.  The  proposed  tariff 
is  marked  to  expire  with  July  14,  1973. 

Complaints  requesting  suspension  and 
investigation  have  been  filed  by  Delta 
Air  Lines,  Inc.,  and  National  Airlines, 
Inc.  The  complaints  assert,  inter  alia, 
that  the  proposed  rates  would  be  diver¬ 
sionary  and  dilutionary;  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  rates  are  significantly  different 
from  “airconomy”  rates"  in  that  they 
would  require  an  earlier  departure  time, 
a  higher  minimum  weight,  and  San  Fran¬ 
cisco  would  be  added  as  a  point  of  origin; 
that  many  of  the  proposed  restrictions 
are  meaningless  because  existing  Airlift 
schedules  currently  impose  these  restric¬ 
tions  as  a  practical  matter;  and  that  the 
proposed  rates  have  not  been  adequately 
supported  since  Airlift  provides  no  esti¬ 
mates  of  the  cost  of  service  or  of  the  ag¬ 
gregate  effects  of  the  proposed  rates  on 
its  traffic  and  revenues. 

In  support  of  its  proposal  and  in 
answer  to  the  complaints.  Airlift  asserts, 
inter  alia,  that  the  proposed  rates  are 
intended  to  divert  surface  traffic  to  air 
with  a  minimum  impact  on  existing 
traffic;  that  the  proposed  rates  would 
meet  a  demand  from  surface  shippers  for 
a  low  priority  service,  as  indicated  by 
airconomy  rates  that  are  similar  and  are 
currently  in  effect  in  other  like  markets; 
that  the  earlier  time  of  departure  would 
still  provide  assurance  that  freight  ten¬ 
dered  during  the  daylight  hours  of  a 
given  day  would  not  arrive  at  destination 
before  the  afternoon  of  the  following 
day;  that  the  delay  in  conjunction  with 
the  space-available  risk  factor  provide 
more  than  a  sufficient  difference  from 
standard  service  to  prevent  significant 
diversion;  and  that  the  Board  has  per¬ 
mitted  “daylight”  service  discounts, 
which  are  based  on  far  less  distinction 
from  standard  service  than  the  proposed 
rates.  Airlift  also  maintains  that,  while  it 
cannot  accurately  project  the  generative 
or  dilutionary  effects  of  the  new  tariff. 


^  Shipments  must  be  tendered  between  the 
hours  of  1  p.m.  and  5  p.m.;  shipments  would 
be  held  at  origin  until  at  least  4  a.m.  of  the 
day  following  tender;  no  tracing  information 
would  be  provided  until  4  days  after  tender; 
shipments  requiring  expeditioiis  or  si>eclal 
handling  will  not  be  accepted;  and  the  mini¬ 
mum  weight  per  shipment  would  be  1,000 
pounds. 

“  Airconomy  rates  are  space-available  rates 
subject  to  a  number  of  additional  restric¬ 
tions  originally  filed  by  American  Airlines, 
Inc.,  in  order  to  promote  more  efficient  use 
of  its  underutilized  equipment,  facilities,  and 
personnel  during  the  daylight  hours.  These 
rates  were  permitted  to  become  effective  by 
Order  70-12-99,  and  a  number  of  other  car¬ 
riers  subsequently  filed  similar  rates. 


surface  shippers  have  indicated  that  at 
least  5,000  pounds  of  traffic  per  week 
would  be  diverted  to  air;  furthermore, 
major  air  freight  shippers  have  indi¬ 
cated  that  they  cannot  use  the  tariff. 

Airlift’s  proposed  rates  and  airconomy 
rates  have  certain  provisions  in  common: 
They  are  both  on  a  space-available  basis, 
they  provide  for  a  delay  at  origin,  they 
would  restrict  certain  articles  and  they 
would  not  provide  tracing  service  for  4 
days."  The  proposed  rates  have  a  poten¬ 
tial  to  generate  new  traffic  not  now 
moving  by  air.  A  significant  difference 
between  the  proposed  rates  and  air¬ 
conomy  rates  is  the  proposal’s  earlier  de¬ 
parture  time  of  4  a.m.  of  the  day  follow¬ 
ing  tender,  while  airconomy  rates  have 
a  departure  time  of  10  a.m.  of  the  day 
following  tender.  Airlift  claims,  however, 
that  the  difference  between  the  4  a.m. 
and  10  a  m.  dispatch  restriction  is  not 
significant  because  both  limitations  pre¬ 
vent  shipment  arrival  before  the  after¬ 
noon  of  the  day  following  tender.  Airlift 
has  two  flights,  5:30  a.m.  and  7  a.m.  leav¬ 
ing  Los  Angeles  via  San  Francisco,  de¬ 
parting  from  the  latter  at  11  a.m.  and 
12  noon,  respectively.  ’The  5:30  a.m.  flight 
arrives  in  Miami  at  9  p.m.  The  7  a.m. 
flight  arrives  in  Chicago  at  5:45  p.m.  and 
connects  with  a  flight  leaving  the  next 
day  at  7:30  a.m.,  which  arrives  in  At¬ 
lanta  at  11:40  a.m.  and  Miami  at  1:55 
p.m.  Thus,  should  a  10  a.m.  departure 
be  required  of  Airlift  at  Los  Angeles,  the 
delay  at  origin  would  be  increased  by  24 
hours. 

In  addition.  Airlift  would  require  a 
higher  minimum  weight  under  its  pro¬ 
posal  (1,000  pounds)  than  that  required 
under  airconomy  rates  (250  pounds).  We 
believe  that  the  higher  weight  restric¬ 
tion  would,  at  least  to  a  certain  extent, 
offset  the  more  liberal  departure  time 
proposed  by  Airlift. 

Yields  from  the  proposed  rates,  rang¬ 
ing  between  9.3  and  12.2  cents  per  ton- 
mile,  do  not  appear  to  be  unduly  low. 
The  proposed  rates  are  higher  than  cer¬ 
tain  specific  commodity  rates  currently 
in  effect  in  the  same  or  other  markets. 

A  main  point  of  contention  between 
the  proponent  and  complainants  is 
whether  or  not  the  proposal  would  result 
in  significant  dilution  or  diversion.  Airlift 
points  out  in  its  support  that  data  sub¬ 
mitted  in  justification  of  the  extension  of 
airconomy  rates  for  an  additional  year 
reveals  that  dilution  experienced  during 
the  first  year  amounted  to  only  4  percent 
of  total  traffic.  We  believe  that  this  ques¬ 
tion  can  best  be  settled  by  actual  experi¬ 
ence  with  the  proposed  rates. 

In  view  of  the  above,  the  Board  will 
deny  the  requests  for  suspension.  How¬ 
ever,  upon  consideration  of  all  relevant 
matters,  the  Board  finds  that  Airlift’s 
proposal  may  be  unjust,  unreasonable, 
unjustly  discriminatory,  unduly  pref¬ 
erential,  or  unduly  prejudicial,  or  other¬ 
wise  unlawful,  and  should  be  investi¬ 
gated.  ’The  investigation  ordered  herein 
will  be  consolidated  into  the  Domestic 


•American  Is  proposing,  effective  July  24, 
1972,  to  cancel  the  limitation  on  tracing. 


Air  Freight  Rate  Investigation.  Docket 
22859.* 

We  shall  expect  Airlift  to  submit,  in 
Docket  22859,  data  showing  the  effects 
of  the  proposal  so  that  it  can  be  more 
fully  analyzed  in  the  event  the  carrier 
wishes  to  extend  the  expiry  date.  These 
data  will  Include  statistics  for  each  pair 
of  points  on  the  traffic  (shipments, 
pounds,  and  revenues)  transported  under 
the  proposed  rates  during  the  year  of 
effectiveness  compared  with  similar  sta¬ 
tistics  for  standard  traffic  for  the  same 
period  and  for  the  previous  year,  as  well 
as  estimates  of  experienced  diversion  and 
dilution  resulting  from  the  rates.  In  addi¬ 
tion,  Airlift  should  submit  data  com¬ 
parable  to  those  required  for  similar 
rates  under  investigation.  Complainants 
against  extension  will  be  expect^  to  sub¬ 
mit  figures  indicating  the  diversion  and 
dilution  experienced,  as  well  as  other 
relevant  data. 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958,  and  particularly 
sections  204(a)  and  1002  thereof. 

It  is  ordered.  That: 

1.  An  investigation  is  instituted  to  de¬ 
termine  whether  the  rates,  charges,  and 
provisions  of  Airlift  International,  Inc.’s 
Tariff  CAB  No.  8.  and  rules,  regulations, 
and  pi'actices  affecting  such  rates, 
charges,  and  provisions,  are  or  will  be 
unjust,  unreasonable,  unjustly  discrimi¬ 
natory,  unduly  preferential,  imduly 
prejudicial,  or  otherwise  unlawful,  and  if 
found  to  be  imlawful,  to  determine  and 
prescribe  the  lawful  rates,  charges  and 
provisions,  and  rules,  regulations,  or 
practices  affecting  such  rates,  charges, 
and  provisions; 

2.  The  investigation  ordered  herein  is 
consolidated  into  the  Domestic  Air 
Freight  Rate  Investigation,  Docket 
22859;  and 

3.  The  complaints  of  Delta  Air  Lines, 
Inc.,  in  Docket  24542,  and  National  Air¬ 
lines,  Inc.,  in  Docket  24545,  are  hereby 
dismissed  except  to  the  extent  granted 
herein. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[.seal]  Harry  J.  Zink, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-10418  Piled  7-8-72:8:51  am] 


[Docket  Noe.  24541,  24353;  Order  72-6-  135] 

EASTERN  AIR  LINES,  INC. 

Order  of  Suspension 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D  C., 
on  the  29th  day  of  June  1972. 

Los  Angeles-San  Juan  night  coach 
fares  proposed  by  Eastern  Air  Lines, 
Inc.,  Docket  24541;  U.S.  Mainland- 
Puerto  Rico  fares.  Docket  24353. 


*  The  Board,  by  Order  70-12-99,  Dec.  17, 
1970,  set  American’s  airconomy  rates  for  In¬ 
vestigation,  as  well  as  similar  rates  filed  by 
Branlff  Airways,  Inc. 
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By  tariff  revisions  ^  marked  to  become 
effective  on  July  1,  1972,  Eastern  Air 
Lines,  Inc.  (Eastern),  proposes  to  pub¬ 
lish  night  coach  fares  between  Los  An¬ 
geles  and  San  Juan  applicable  to  con¬ 
necting  service  via  Atlanta,  with  depar¬ 
tures  out  of  Atlanta  both  eastbound  and 
westbound  during  daylight  hours.  The 
fares  themselves  are  set  at  100  percent 
and  80  percent  of  normal  coach  fares  for 
deluxe  night  coach  and  night  coach 
services,  respectively.  In  support  of  its 
proposal  Eastern  alleges  ordy  that  the 
fares  are  to  meet  Delta  competitively  in 
the  market. 

Delta  Air  Lines,  Inc.  (Delta) ,  has  filed 
a  complaint  requesting  investigation  and 
suspension  of  the  proposed  fares.  It  is 
alleged  that  no  reasonable  interpreta¬ 
tion  of  the  Board’s  off-peak  night  coach 
policy  should  allow  travel  during  the 
prime  mid-day  hours  which  Eastern  pro¬ 
poses  ;  that  other  passengers  on  the  same 
flights  who  have  boarded  at  other  points 
during  off-peak  hours  will  not  have  the 
off-peak  fare  available  out  of  the  con¬ 
necting  point  Atlanta;  and  that  East¬ 
ern’s  intent  is  to  imdermine  Delta’s  re¬ 
cently  instituted  direct  Los  Angeles-San 
Juan  service  in  contravention  of  the 
Board’s  intent  in  the  Southern  ’Tier  Case 
(Docket  18257). 

Eastern  has  answered  the  complaint 
alleging  that  the  fact  that  the  connect¬ 
ing  flight  in  Atlanta  departs  during  non- 
off -pteak  hours  is  irrelevant;  that  the 
only  relevsuit  consideration  is  the  pas¬ 
sengers’  original  departure  time;  that 
since  the  original  departure  time  from 
Los  Angeles  is  undeniably  off-peak  there 
is  no  basis  up>on  which  to  argue  for  sus- 
p)ension  of  the  fares;  and  that  suspen¬ 
sion  would  be  contrary  to  existing  policy 
and  precedent.  Eastern  also  alleges  that 
the  reason  Seattle-orlginating  passen¬ 
gers  will  pay  full  fares  for  the  St.  Louis- 
San  Juan  segment  (via  Atlanta)  while 
connecting  passengers  from  Los  Angeles 
would  pay  night  coach  fares  out  of  At¬ 
lanta  to  San  Juan  is  the  lack  of  a  com- 
r)etitive  necessity  in  the  Seattle  market. 

Uix)n  consideration  of  the  proi>osal, 
the  complaint  and  answer  thereto  and  all 
other  relevant  matters,  the  Board  finds 
that  the  prop>osal  may  be  unjust,  im- 
reasonable,  unjustly  discriminatory,  xm- 
duly  preferential,  imduly  prejudicial  or 
otherwise  unlawful  and  should  be  sus¬ 
pended.  The  proix)sed  fares  are  already 
Included  in  the  UB.  Mainland-Puerto 
Rico  Fares  Investigation,  Docket  24353. 

The  connecting  flight  out  of  Atlanta  is 
a  through  service  which  originates  in 
Seattle  as  a  night  coach  flight  and  is  re¬ 
designated  as  a  day  coach  service  at  St. 
Louis,  prior  to  arrival  in  Atlanta.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  the  Seattle  passenger  would 
pay  a  combination  of  the  night  coach 
fare  to  St.  Louis  and  the  day  coach  fare 
from  that  p>oint  through  to  San  Juan, 
whereas  the  Los  Angeles  passenger  would 
pay  the  night  coach  fare  through  to 

^  RevIslonB  to  Eastern  Air  Lines,  Inc., 
Tariff  CAB  No.  326. 


destination;  *  a  situation  which  we  be¬ 
lieve  raises  a  question  of  preference  and 
prejudice.  It  is  not  unusual  for  carriers 
to  redesignate  flights  which  originate 
during  the  standard  night  coach  hours 
as  day  service  for  later  departures  en 
route.  However,  Eastern’s  proposal  to 
reconvert  the  designation  to  night  serv¬ 
ice  for  certain  passengers  is  inconsistent 
with  any  tariff  provision  now  in  effect, 
and  one  which  we  conclude  should  not 
be  permitted  prior  to  investigation. 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958,  and  pmrticularly 
sections  204(a),  403,  404,  and  1002 
thereof. 

It  is  ordered.  That : 

1.  Pending  hearing  and  decision  by  the 
Board,  the  fares  and  provisions  between 
San  Juan,  P.R.,  and  Los  Angeles,  Calif, 
via  Routing  No,  EA9  and  the  references 
“Encircled  A”  and  “Encircled  B’’  appear¬ 
ing  on  12th  revised  page  64  to  Eastern  Air 
Lines,  Inc.’s  CAB  No.  326,  are  suspended 
and  their  use  deferred  to  and  including 
September  28,  1972,  unless  otherwise 
ordered  by  the  Board,  and  that  no 
changes  be  made  therein  during  the 
period  of  suspension  except  by  order  or 
special  permission  of  the  Board; 

2.  Exc^t  to  the  extent  granted  herein, 
the  complaint  of  Delta  Air  Lines,  Inc.  in 
Docket  24541  is  hereby  dismissed;  and 

3.  Copies  of  this  order  be  filed  in  the 
aforesaid  tariff  and  be  served  upon  Delta 
Air  lines,  Inc.,  and  Eastern  Air  Lines 
Inc. 

This  order  shall  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

Harry  J.  Zink, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-10419  Filed  7-6-72:8:51  am] 


[Docket  No.  24504] 

INTERSTATE  AIRMOTIVE,  INC. 

NoHce  of  Prehearing  Conference 

Interstate  Airmotive,  Inc.,  fltness, 
willingness,  and  ability  investigation. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  prehear¬ 
ing  conference  in  the  above-entitled 
matter  is  assigned  to  be  held  on  July  25, 
1972,  at  10  ajn.,  local  time,  in  Room  726, 
Universal  Building,  1825  Connecticut 
Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  DC,  before 
Examiner  Ross  I,  Newmaiin. 

In  order  to  facilitate  the  conduct  of 
the  conference,  parties  are  instructed  to 
submit  to  the  Examiner  and  other  parties 
(1)  proposed  statements  of  issues;  (2) 
pwoposed  stipulations;  (3)  requests  for 
information;  (4)  statement  of  positions 
of  parties;  and  (5)  proposed  procedural 
dates.  The  Bureau  of  Operating  Rights 
will  circulate  its  material  on  or  before 

•  similarly.  In  the  westbound  direction  the 
Seattle  passenger  wo\ild  pay  the  San  Juan- 
Seattle  day  coach  fare,  whereas  the  Loe 
Angeles  passenger,  using  the  same  flight  Into 
Atlanta,  would  pay  the  night  coach  fare  for 
the  entire  trip. 


July  14,  1972,  and  the  other  parties  on 
or  before  July  21,  1972.  ’The  submissions 
of  the  other  parties  shall  be  limited  to 
points  on  which  they  differ  with  the 
Bureau  of  Operating  Rights. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  June  30, 
1972. 

[seal]  Ralph  L.  Wiser, 

Chief  Examiner. 

|FR  Doc.72-10420  Filed  7-6-72:8:51  am] 


[Dockets  Nos.  21998:  23594] 

CHICAGO  HELICOPTER  AIRWAYS, 
INC. 

Notice  of  Prehearing  Conference 

Chicago  Helicopter  Airways,  Inc.,  ac¬ 
quisition  of  control. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  prehear¬ 
ing  conference  in  the  above-entitled 
matter  is  assigned  to  be  held  on  August  1, 
1972,  at  10  a.m.,  local  time,  in  Room  911, 
Universal  Building,  1825  Connecticut 
Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  DC,  before 
Examiner  Hyman  Ooldberg. 

In  order  to  facilitate  the  conduct  of  the 
conference  parties  are  instructed  to  sub¬ 
mit  to  the  Examiner  and  other  parties 
(1)  proposed  statements  of  issues;  (2) 
proposed  stipulations;  (3)  requests  for 
information;  (4)  statement  of  positions 
of  parties;  and  (5)  proposed  procedural 
dates.  The  Bureau  of  Operating  Rights 
will  circulate  its  material  on  or  before 
July  20,  1972,  and  the  other  parties  on 
or  before  July  27,  1972.  The  submissions 
of  the  other  parties  shall  be  limited  to 
points  on  which  they  differ  with  the  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Operating  Rights. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C,,  Jime  30, 
1972. 

[seal]  Ralph  L.  Wiser, 

Chief  Examiner. 

[PR  Doc.72-10421  Piled  7-6-72:8:61  am] 


[Docket  No.  24543] 

AIR  HAITI,  S.A. 

Notice  of  Prehearing  Conference  and 
Hearing 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  prehear¬ 
ing  conference  in  the  matter  of  Air  Haiti, 
S.A.,  foreign  air  carrier  permit  amend¬ 
ment,  property  and  mail,  Haiti-Baha- 
mas-Miami,  is  assigned  to  be  held  on 
July  25,  1972,  at  10  a.m.,  local  time,  in 
Room  503,  Universal  Building,  1825  Con¬ 
necticut  Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  DC, 
before  Examiner  Joseph  L.  Fitzmaurice. 

Notice  is  also  given  that  the  hearing 
may  be  held  immediately  following  con¬ 
clusion  of  the  prehearing  conference  im- 
less  a  person  objects  or  shows  reason 
for  postponement  on  or  before  July  18, 
1972. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  June  30, 
1972. 

[seal]  Ralph  L.  Wiser, 

Chief  Examiner. 

[FR  Doc.72-10422  PUed  7-6-72:8:61  am] 
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such  form  is  used)  and  will  bear  the  au¬ 
thorized  signature  of  the  official  issuing  the 
Visa.  A  facsimile  of  the  stamp,  along  with 
the  signature  of  those  officials  authorized  to 
issue  Visas,  are  enclosed. 

You  are  further  directed  to  allow  entry 
into  the  United  States  for  consumption  and 
withdrawal  from  warehouse  for  consumption 
of  designated  shipments  of  cotton  textiles 
and  cotton  textile  products  produced  or  man- 
iifactured  in  Pakistan  and  exported  to  the 
United  States  from  Pakistan,  notwithstand¬ 
ing  the  designated  shipment  or  shipments  do 
not  meet  the  aforementioned  Visa  require¬ 
ments,  whenever  requested  to  do  so  In  writ¬ 
ing  by  the  Chairman  of  the  Committee  for 
the  Implementation  of  Textile  Agreements. 

A  detailed  description  of  the  categories 
in  terms  of  T.S.U.S.A.  numbers  was  p\ib- 
llshed  in  the  Federal  Register  on  April  29, 
1972  (37P.R.  8802). 

In  carrying  out  the  above  directions, 
entry  into  the  United  States  for  consump¬ 
tion  shall  be  construed  to  Include  entry  for 
consumption  Into  the  Commonwealth  of 
Puerto  Rico. 

The  actions  taken  with  respect  to  the 
Government  of  Pakistan  and  with  respect 
to  Imports  of  cotton  textiles  and  cotton  tex¬ 
tile  products  from  Pakistan  have  been  de¬ 
termined  by  the  Committee  for  the  Imple¬ 
mentation  of  Textile  Agreements  to  involve 
foreign  affairs  functions  of  the  United  States. 
Therefore,  the  directions  to  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  of  Customs  being  necessary  to  the 
implementation  of  such  actions,  fall  with¬ 
in  the  foreign  affairs  exception  to  the  rule- 
making  provisions  of  5  U.S.C.  663.  This  let¬ 
ter  will  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register. 


[Docket  No.  24669] 

TRANS  AIR  LTD. 

Notice  of  Prehearing  Conference  and 
Hearing 

Transair  Limited,  amendment  of  for¬ 
eign  air  carrier  permit. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  prehear¬ 
ing  conference  in  the  above-entitled  mat¬ 
ter  is  assigned  to  be  held  on  July  27, 1972, 
at  10  a.m.,  local  time,  in  Room  503,  Uni¬ 
versal  Building,  1825  Connecticut  Ave¬ 
nue  NW.,  Washington,  DC.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  William  H.  Elapper. 

Notice  is  also  given  that  the  hearing 
may  be  held  Immediately  following  con¬ 
clusion  of  the  prehearing  conference  im- 
less  a  person  objects  or  shows  reason  for 
postponement  on  or  before  July  20,  1972. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  Jime  30, 
1972. 

[seal]  Ralph  L.  Wiser, 

Chief  Examiner. 

[FR  Doc.72-10423  Filed  7-6-72; 8: 61  am] 

COMMITTEE  FOR  THE  IMPLEMEN¬ 
TATION  OF  TEXTILE  AGREEMENTS 

COnON  TEXTILES  AND  COTTON 

TEXTILE  PRODUCTS  PRODUCED  OR 

MANUFACTURED  IN  PAKISTAN 
Entry  or  Withdrawal  From  Warehouse 
for  Consumption 

June  28,  1972. 

Under  the  bilateral  Cotton  Textile 
Agreement  of  May  6.  1970,  between  the 
Governments  of  the  United  States  and 
Pakistan,  the  Government  of  Pakistan 
has  undertaken  to  limit  its  exports  of 
cotton  textiles  and  cotton  textile  prod¬ 
ucts  to  the  United  States  to  certain  des¬ 
ignated  levels.  Pursuant  to  this  agree¬ 
ment,  the  Governments  of  the  United 
States  and  Pakistan  have  established  an 
administrative  mechanism  intended  to 
preclude  circumvention  of  the  licensing 
system  for  exports  to  the  United  States 
of  cotton  textiles  and  cotton  textile  prod¬ 
ucts  produced  or  manufactured  in  Paki¬ 
stan.  The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  an¬ 
nounce  the  implementation  of  this  ad¬ 
ministrative  mechanism. 

Effective  July  15,  1972,  entry  into  the 
United  States  for  consumption  and  with¬ 
drawal  from  warehouse  for  consumption 
of  any  cotton  textiles  and  cotton  textile 
products  produced  or  manufactured  in 
Pakistan  and  exported  to  the  United 
States  from  Pakistan  for  which  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  of  Pakistan  has  not  issued  an 
appropriate  export  visa,  fully  described 
below,  will  be  prohibited.  Application  of 
this  visa  system  will  become  effective 
ninety  (90)  days  after  July  15,  1972,  for 
all  cotton  textiles  and  cotton  textile 
products  shipped  from  Pakistan  before 
that  date. 


The  Visa  will  be  a  stamped  marking  on 
the  original  copy  of  the  invoice  (Special 
Customs  Invoice  Form  5515  or  other  suc¬ 
cessor  document,  or  on  the  commercial 
invoice  when  such  form  is  used)  and  will 
bear  the  signature  of  the  official  issuing 
the  Visa.  The  officials  authorized  to  is¬ 
sue  such  Visas  are  the  following; 

Mohammad  Yaqoob  Khan,  Assistant  Con¬ 
troller  of  Imports  &  Exports,  Lahore. 

Rlaz  K.  Haq,  Assistant  Controller  of  Imports 
&  Exports.  Lahore. 

Muzaffar  All  Khan,  Assistant  Controller  of 
Imports  &  Exports,  Karachi. 

M.  Q.  Hashmi,  Assistant  Controller  of  Im¬ 
ports  Ac  Exports,  Karachi. 

M.  8.  Haider,  Assistant  Controller  of  Im¬ 
ports  Ac  Exports,  Karachi. 

A  facsimile  of  the  stamp,  along  with  the 
signatures  of  the  above  officials,  are  pub¬ 
lished  as  enclosures  to  the  letter  set  forth 
below. 

Interested  parties  are  advised  to  take 
all  necessary  steps  to  assure  that  cotton 
textiles  and  cotton  textile  products  pro¬ 
duced  or  manufactured  in  Pakistan 
which  are  to  be  entered  into  the  United 
States  for  consiunption  or  withdrawn 
from  warehouse  for  consumption  will 
meet  the  stated  Visa  requirements. 

There  is  published  below  a  letter  of 
June  28,  1972,  from  the  Chairman  of 
the  Committee  for  the  Implementation 
of  Textile  Agreements,  to  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  of  Customs  implementing  the  ad¬ 
ministrative  mechanism. 

Stanley  Nehmer, 
Chairman,  Committee  for  the 
Implementation  of  Textile 
Agreements,  and  Deputy  As¬ 
sistant  Secretary  for  Re¬ 
sources. 

Assistant  Secretary  of  Commerce 

COMMITTEE  FOR  THE  IMPLEMENTATION  OF 
TEXTILE  AGREEMENTS 

Commissioner  of  Customs, 

Department  of  the  Treasury, 

Washington.  D.C.  20226. 

June  28,  1972. 

Dear  Mr.  Commissioner:  Under  the  terms 
of  the  Long-Term  Arrangement  Regarding 
International  Trade  in  Cotton  Textiles  done 
at  Geneva  on  February  9,  1962,  pursuant  to 
paragraph  12  of  the  bilateral  Cotton  Textile 
Agreement  of  May  6,  1970,  between  the  Gov¬ 
ernments  of  the  United  States  and  Pakistan, 
and  in  accordance  with  the  procedures  of 
Executive  Order  11661  of  March  3,  1972,  you 
are  directed  to  prohibit,  effective  on  July  16, 
1972,  and  untU  further  notice,  entry  into  the 
United  States  for  consumption  and  with¬ 
drawal  from  warehouse  for  consumption  of 
cotton  textiles  and  cotton  textile  products 
in  Categories  1  through  64  produced  or  man¬ 
ufactured  in  Pakistan,  for  which  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  Pakistan  has  not  issued  an  appro¬ 
priate  Visa,  fully  described  below,  provided 
however,  that  cotton  textiles  and  cotton 
textile  products  in  Categories  1  through  64, 
produced  or  manufactured  in  Pakistan  and 
exported  therefrom  prior  to  July  16,  1972, 
shall  not  be  denied  entry  until  ninety  days 
after  that  date. 

The  Visa  will  be  a  stamped  marking  on  the 
original  copy  of  the  invoice  (Special  Customs 
Invoice  Form  6516  or  other  successor  docu¬ 
ment,  or  on  the  commercial  invoice  when 


Sincerely, 

Stanley  Nehmer. 

Chairman.  Committee  for  the  Im¬ 
plementation  of  Textile  Agree¬ 
ments,  and  Deputy  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Resources. 

List  of  Officials  Authorized  To  Issue 
Visas  for  Purposes  of  the  Cotton 
Textiles  Agreement  Between  Pak¬ 
istan  AND  THE  United  States 


Mr.  Mohammad  Yaqoob  Khan 


Mr.  Riaz  K.  Haq 


Mr.  Muzaffar  Ali  Khan 


*  k 

Mr.: 

•  S' 


«  k 

Mr.  M.  Q.  Hashmi 


Mr.  M.  S.  Haider 
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COUNCIL  ON  ENVIRONMENTAL 
QUALITY 

ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT 
STATEMENTS 

Notice  of  Availability 

Environmental  impact  statements  re¬ 
ceived  by  the  Council  on  Environmental 
Quality,  June  19  to  June  23,  1972. 

Non:  At  the  head  of  the  listing  of  state¬ 
ments  received  from  each  agency  is  the  name 
of  an  individual  who  can  answer  questions 
regarding  those  statements. 


Department  of  Agricui.tx7RE 

Contact:  Dr.  T.  C.  Byerly,  Office  of  the  Sec¬ 
retary,  Washington,  D.C.  20250,  202— 
388-7803. 

FOREST  SERVICE 

Draft,  June  23 

Deerlodge  and  Lolo  National  Forests, 
Mont.,  counties:  Oranlte  and  Missoula. 
The  statement  refers  to  the  Senate  bUl 
2132,  which  would  add  65  miles  of  Rock 
Creek  to  the  National  Wild  and  Scenic 
Rivers  System.  The  river  and  contiguous 
lands  would  be  managed  to  protect  and 
perpetuate  outstanding  water  quality 
values.  (16  pages)  (ELR  Order  No. 
04767)  (NTIS  Order  No.  EIS  72  4767D) 


Draft,  June  21 

Cibola  National  Forest,  N.  Mex.  The  pro¬ 
posal  under  consideration  is  a  timber 
management  plan  for  the  forest;  it  is 
based  upon  a  planned  annual  allowable 
harvest  of  7.4  million  board  feet.  The 
plan  would  provide  direction  and  guid¬ 
ance  to  the  systematic  management  of 
timber  resources  within  the  constraints 
of  a  multiple  use  plan  for  the  protec¬ 
tion  of  environmental  qualities.  Adverse 
effects  of  the  proposal  would  include  air 
and  water  pollution,  erosion  of  soils.  Im¬ 
pairment  of  natural  beauty,  and  the  pos¬ 
sibility  of  lire.  (29  pages)  (ELR  Order 
No.  04752)  (NTIS  Order  No.  EIS  72 
4752D) 

son.  CONSERVATION  SERVICE 

Draft,  June  16 

Periwinkle  Creek  Flood  Control  Project, 
Oregon,  county:  Linn.  The  statement 
proposes  a  flood  prevention,  recreation, 
and  drainage  project  for  Linn  County, 
within  the  Upper  Willamette  RC  and  S 
Project.  The  planned  works  include  land 
treatment  measures  on  the  4,480  acres  of 
the  project,  supplemented  by  a  13,300- 
foot  floodway,  17,1(X>  feet  of  open  chan¬ 
nel,  and  two  ponds.  Eight  hundred  and 
thirty  acres  will  be  changed  from  agri¬ 
cultural  to  urban  and  suburban  uses. 
(18  pages)  (ELR  Order  No.  04717)  (NTIS 
Order  No.  EIS  72  471 7D) 

Atomic  Energy  Commission 

Contact:  For  nonregulatory  matters:  Mr.  Jo¬ 
seph  J.  DlNunno,  Director,  Office  of  En¬ 
vironmental  Affairs,  Washington,  D.C. 
20545,  202-973-5391. 

For  regulatory  matters:  Mr.  Christopher  L. 
Henderson,  Assistant  Director  of  Regu¬ 
lation  for  Administration,  Washington, 
D.C.  20546,  202—973-7631. 

Draft,  June  19 

Edwin  I.  Hatch  Nuclear  Plant,  Georgia, 
county:  Appling.  The  statement  refers  to 
the  Issuance  to  the  Georgia  Power  Co. 
of  an  operating  license  for  Unit  1  and  a 
construction  license  for  Unit  2.  Each  of 
the  two  boiling  water  reactors  will  have 
a  capacity  of  2,537  MWt;  Unit  1  will 
produce  813  MWe;  Unit  2  will  produce 
822  MWe.  The  units  will  be  cooled  by  a 
closed  system  with  mechanical-draft 
towers,  with  water  being  taken  from,  and 
discharged  to  the  Altamaha  River.  The 
25,000  g.p.m.  of  water  will  be  heated  3* 
above  ambient  prior  to  discharge,  170,- 
000  curies  of  radioactive  materials  in 
gaseous  effiuents,  and  10  curies  In  liquid 
effiuents  will  be  released  per  year.  (133 
pages)  (ELR  Order  No.  04736)  (NTIS 
Order  No.  EIS  72  4735D) 

Department  of  Commerce 

Contact:  Dr.  Sidney  R.  Oaller,  Deputy  As¬ 
sistant  Secretary  for  Environmental  Af¬ 
fairs,  Department  of  Commerce,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20230,  202—967^335. 

Final,  June  20 

Expo  74,  Washington,  coimty:  SpcAane. 
The  statement  refers  to  a  proposed  In¬ 
ternational  exposition,  the  theme  of 
which  is  “How  Man  Can  Live,  Work,  and 
Play  In  Harmony  With  His  Environ¬ 
ment.'*  The  9-acre  site  is  located  In  the 
city  of  Spokane.  Adverse  Impacts  of  the 
project  Include  Increased  traffic  con¬ 
gestion,  and  air,  water,  and  noise  pollu¬ 
tion  levels.  The  exposition  also  has  the 
potential  for  dislocating  existing  busl- 
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nesses  and  low-income  residents,  as  wen 
as  creating  an  unwanted  tax  burden 
upon  the  citizens  of  Spokane.  (169 
pages)  Comments  made  by:  DOC,  HEW, 
HUD,  DOI,  DOT,  EPA,  and  OEO.  (ELR 
Order  No.  04736)  (NTIS  Order  No.  EIS 
72  4736F) 

Depahtment  of  Defense 
Draft,  June  23 

Experiment  “Mixed  Company,"  Colorado, 
County:  Mesa.  The  statement  refers  to 
a  high  explosive  experiment  which  would 
provide  data  on  the  cratering  and  ground 
motion  of  very  large  scale  explosions  in 
a  layered  mediiun,  and  a  blast  environ¬ 
ment  for  the  evaluation  of  military  tar¬ 
get  response.  Ground  zero  of  the  site, 
which  is  18  miles  west  of  Grand  Junc¬ 
tion,  will  be  graded  and  leveled  in  prepa¬ 
ration  for  the  blasts.  Craters  will  result 
from  the  blasts;  they  will  be  filled  and 
regraded.  Noise  from  the  blasts  will  be 
audible  for  a  radius  of  50  miles.  (15 
pages)  (ELR  Order  No.  04760)  (NTIS 
Order  No.  EIS  72  4760D) 

ABMT 

Contact:  Mr.  George  A.  Cunney,  Jr.,  Acting 
Chief,  Environmental  Office,  Directorate 
of  Installations,  Office  of  the  Deputy 
Chief  of  Staff  for  Logistics,  Washington, 
D.C.  20310,  202-694-4269. 

Draft,  June  16 

Armed  Forces  Reserve  Center,  California, 
counties:  Los  Angeles  and  Orange.  The 
statement  refers  to  the  proposed  estab¬ 
lishment  of  an  Armed  Forces  Reserve 
Center  at  the  existing  Naval  Air  Station, 
Los  Alamitos.  Approximately  $3.6  million 
will  be  spent  for  facility  alterations.  In¬ 
creased  flight  operations  due  to  the  ac¬ 
tion  will  raise  the  local  ambient  noise 
levels.  (68  pages)  (ELR  Order  No.  04721) 
(NTIS  Order  No.  EIS  72  4721 ) 

ABMT  COBPS 

Contact:  Col.  William  L.  Barnes,  Executive 
Director  of  Civil  Works,  Attention: 
DAEN-CWZ-C,  Office  of  the  Chief  of 
Engineers,  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers, 
1000  Independence  Avenue  SW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  DC  20314,  202-693-7168. 

Draft,  June  14 

Chatham  (Stage)  Harbor,  Mass.  The  state¬ 
ment  refers  to  the  proposed  mainte¬ 
nance  dredging  of  the  lower  portion  of 
the  harbor’s  navigation  channel.  Ap¬ 
proximately  20,000  cubic  yards  of  bot¬ 
tom  sediment  will  be  removed.  Marine 
ecosystems  at  the  sites  of  dredging  and 
dumping  will  be  damaged.  (19  pages) 
(ELR  Order  No.  04706)  (NTIS  Order  No. 
EIS  72  4706D) 

Final,  June  16 

Dalles  Dam,  Oreg.  and  Wash.,  counties: 
Several.  The  proposed  project  Involves 
the  construction  of  modlflcatlons  to  the 
Bonneville  and  Dalles  projects,  in  order 
to  accommodate  eight  new  99  MW  gen¬ 
erating  units  at  the  Dalles.  Concrete 
works  on  the  navigation  lock  and  flsh 
ladders  will  be  built;  increased  water 
level  fluctuations  will  result.  The  project 
will  have  adverse  effects  upon  flsh  pas¬ 
sage  and  spawning  grounds,  and  upon 
the  local  wildlife  habitat.  (281  pages) 
Comments  made  by:  DOC,  EPA,  DOI, 
and  DOT.  (ELR  Order  No.  04722)  (NTIS 
Order  No.  EIS  72  4722F) 

Fedebal  Poweb  Commission 
Contact:  Mr.  Frederick  H.  Warren,  Advisor 
on  Environmental  Quality,  441  O  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  DC  20426,  202 — 386- 
6084. 


Draft,  June  19 

Weber  Project  1744,  Utah,  county:  Weber, 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  re- 
licensing  of  a  hydroelectric  project 
owned  by  the  Utah  Power  and  Light  Co. 
No  significant  environmental  Impact  Is 
discussed  In  the  statement.  (18  pages) 
(ELR  Order  No.  04733)  (NTIS  Order  No. 
EIS  72  4733D) 

Draft,  June  23 

Chippewa  Reservoir,  Wls.,  county:  Sawyer. 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  ap¬ 
proval  of  an  application  by  the  Northern 
States  Power  Co.  for  a  renewal  license 
for  the  reservoir  (Project  No.  108).  The 
project  consists  of  a  1 ,290-foot-long  dam 
and  the  17,600-acTe  lake.  No  adverse  im¬ 
pact  is  mentioned  in  the  statement.  (58 
pages)  (ELR  Order  No.  04765)  (NTIS 
Order  No.  EIS  72  4765D) 

Department  op  Housing  and  Ubban 
Development 

Contact:  Mr.  Richard  H.  Broun,  Director, 
Environmental  and  Land  Use,  Planning 
Division,  Washington,  D.C.  20410,  202 — 
755-6186. 

Final,  June  19 

Operation  Breakthrough.  The  statement 
refers  to  a  major  research  and  develop¬ 
ment  program,  the  intent  of  which  Is 
to  modernize  the  housing  industry  and 
bring  about  volume  production  of  in¬ 
dustrialized  housing.  In  conjunction 
with  the  program,  nine  prototype  sites 
are  to  be  developed  in  eight  areas  of 
the  Nation.  The  prototypes  include  clus¬ 
ter  planning  of  mixed  housing  types, 
which  will  be  directed  to  a  range  of 
economic  and  racial  elements  in  their 
occupants.  The  prototypes  will  have  im¬ 
pacts  upon  existing  land  use,  property 
values,  and  community  services.  (74 
pages)  Comments  made  by:  USDA.  DOC, 
EPA,  COE.  FPC,  HEW.  HUD,  and  DOI. 
(ELR  Order  No.  04734)  (NTIS  Order  No. 
EIS  72  4734F). 

Neighborhood  Development  Progiam, 
Washington,  D.C.  The  statement,  which  re¬ 
fers  to  modified  plans  for  the  Downtown 
Urban  Renewal  Area,  was  received  by  the 
Council  on  Environmental  Quality  on  May  9, 
1972  and  published  in  the  May  23  edition 
of  the  Fedebal  Recisteb.  The  commenting 
period  for  the  statement  has  been  extended 
to  July  17. 

Depabtment  of  Interiob 

Contact:  Mr.  Bruce  Blanchard,  Director, 
Environmental  Project  Review,  Room 
7260,  Department  of  the  Interior,  Wash¬ 
ington,  DC.  20240,  202-343-3891. 

BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

Final,  June  20 

Outer  Continental  Shelf,  Louisiana.  TThe 
statement  refers  to  the  proposed  sale  of 
leases  to  78  tracts  (totaling  366,440 
acres)  of  Outer  Continental  Shelf 
(OCS)  land  offshore  eastern  Louisiana. 
The  tracts  would  be  explored  for  oil  and 
natural  gas  reserves;  the  sale  will  take 
place  in  late  summer,  1972.  All  tracts 
offered  pose  some  degree  of  pollution 
risks  to  the  marine  environment  and/or 
adjacent  shoreline.  (552  pages)  Com¬ 
ments  made  by:  AEC,  DOC,  EPA.  FPC, 
DOI.  OEP,  and  DOT.  (ELR  Order  No. 
04741)  (NTIS  Order  No.  EIS  72  4741P) 

BUREAU  OF  mines 

Final,  June  23 

Pennsylvania,  county:  Lackawanna.  The 
statement  refers  to  a  demonstration 
strip  mined  area  reclamation  project,  to 
be  conducted  as  part  of  an  overall  rec¬ 
reation  area/anthracite  museum  pro¬ 


gram  being  coordinated  with  Lacka¬ 
wanna  County.  Scars  will  be  eliminated 
on  125  acres.  Lucky  Run  Creek  will  be 
cleared  of  debris,  and  the  museum,  park¬ 
ing  areas,  picnic  grounds,  and  related 
facilities  will  be  constructed.  Increased 
demands  will  be  made  upon  local  facil¬ 
ities  as  a  result  of  the  action.  (126 
pages)  Comments  made  by:  £iPA,  HEW, 
HUD.  DOI.  and  DOT.  (ELR  Order  No. 
04756)  (NTIS  Order  No.  EIS  72  4756) 

BtTREAU  OF  RECLAMATION 

Draft,  June  19 

Nambe  Falls  Dam,  N.  Mex.,  county:  Santa 
Fe.  The  statement  refers  to  the  con¬ 
struction  of  a  concrete  arch  and  earth- 
fill  dam  on  the  Rio  Nambe.  The  result¬ 
ing  reservoir,  which  will  be  utilized  for 
irrigation,  will  inundate  56  acres.  ’The 
project  is  located  on  the  Nambe  Indian 
Reservation.  (35  pages)  (ELR  Order  No. 
04732)  (NTIS  Order  No.  EIS  72  4732D) 

Department  of  Transportation 

Contact:  Mr.  Martin  Coniisser,  Director,  Of¬ 
fice  of  Envlronmenta]  Quality,  400  Sev¬ 
enth  Street  SW.,  Washington,  DC  20590, 
202 — 426-4355. 

FEDER.AL  AVIATION  AGENCY 

Draft,  June  14 

Montrose  County  Airport,  Colo.,  county: 
Montrose.  The  statement  refers  to  the 
construction  of  a  runway  extension 
(1,700'  X  100'),  installation  of  VASI  and 
fencing,  and  painting  and  striping  of  the 
runway.  Approximately  61  acres  of  land 
will  be  acquired  for  the  project;  enlarge¬ 
ment  of  facilities  will  allow  use  of  the 
airport  by  business  Jets;  air  and  noise 
pollution  levels  will  Increase  accord- 
Inglv.  (21  pages)  (ELR  Order  No.  04707) 
(NTIS  Order  No.  ETS  72  4707D) 

Draft,  June  19 

Henderson  Airport,  Ky.,  county:  Hender¬ 
son.  The  statement  refers  to  the  pro¬ 
posed  construction  of  a  new  airport, 
capable  of  accommodating  business  Jets. 
A  paved  runway  (5,000'  x  100'),  a  sod 
runway  and  anpurtenant  facilities  would 
be  constructed;  medium  intensity  light¬ 
ing  would  be  installed.  Air  and  noise 
pollution  levels  will  rise.  The  project, 
which  Is  replacing  an  existing  project 
considered  to  be  Inadequate,  will  re¬ 
quire  the  use  of  400  acres  of  land.  (33 
pages)  (ELR  Order  No.  04730)  (NTIS 
Order  No.  EIS  72  4730D) 

W.  W.  Howes  Municipal  Airport.  S.  Dak., 
county:  Huron.  The  statement  refers  to 
the  proposed  expansion  of  airport  facili¬ 
ties,  including  the  extension  of  the  main 
runway  from  5,100'  x  1(X)'  to  7,200'  x  150'; 
paving  of  a  taxiway;  installation  of 
HIRL;  and  extension  of  MITL.  Use  by 
larger  Jet  aircraft,  with  a  resulting  in¬ 
crease  in  ambient  air  and  noise  pollu¬ 
tion  levels,  will  result.  An  unspecified 
amount  of  land  will  be  required  for  the 
action.  (43  pages)  (ELR  Order  No.  04731) 
(Nns  Order  No.  EIS  72  4731D) 

Draft,  June  23 

Aransas  County  Airport,  Tex.,  county: 
Aransas.  'The  statement  refers  to  the 
proposed  extension  of  an  existing  run¬ 
way  from  4.500'  x  150';  construction  of 
taxiways  and  aprons;  and  Installation 
of  lighting.  An  unspecified  amount  of 
land  will  be  acquired  for  the  project.  The 
new  facilities  will  be  able  to  accommo¬ 
date  larger  Jet  aircraft,  with  additional 
noise  and  air  pollution  resulting.  (27 
pages)  (ELR  Order  No.  04762)  (NTIS 
Order  No.  EIS  72  4762D) 
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FEDERAL  HIGHWAY  ADMimSTRATION 

Draft,  June  16 

UJ3.  280  Alabama,  counties:  Coosa  and  Tal¬ 
lapoosa.  The  statement  refers  to  the  con¬ 
struction  of  a  road,  12  miles  In  length, 
from  Route  9  and  U.S.  210  at  Socapatoy 
to  Alexander  City.  There  are  two  alter¬ 
native  routes  proposed:  Alternate  one 
would  be  the  addition  of  two  lanes  to  the 
present  U.S,  280,  displacing  approxi¬ 
mately  23  families  and  16  businesses; 
alternate  two  would  be  a  new  route 
through  prime  timber  land.  (22  pages) 
(ELR  Order  No.  04716)  (NTIS  Order 
No.  EIS  72  4716D) 

Draft,  June  20 

Mekoryuk,  Alaska.  The  statement  is  con¬ 
cerned  with  the  reconstruction  of  ap¬ 
proximately  3  miles  of  road  in  the  village 
of  Mekoryuk,  on  Nunlvak  Island,  which 
is  20  miles  off  the  coast  of  Alaska,  In  the 
Bering  Sea.  The  project  will  be  located 
entirely  on  existing  right-of-way.  A  4(f) 
statement  will  be  filed,  as  the  island  Is 
considered  to  be  an  open  wildlife  refuge. 
(32  pages)  (ELR  Order  No.  04738)  (NTIS 
Order  No.  EIS  72  4738D) 

Draft,  J\me  14 

Arkansas  River  Bridge  and  Approaches, 
Arkansas,  counties:  Johnson  and  Logan. 
TTiis  statement  refers  to  the  proposed 
construction  of  a  bridge  and  approaches 
across  the  Arkansas  River  near  Clarks¬ 
ville;  total  length  of  the  two-lane  facility 
is  2  miles.  The  only  adverse  environ¬ 
mental  effects  stated  are  an  Increase  In 
air  and  noise  pollution;  the  bridge  would 
provide  access  to  Logan  County,  a  rural 
depressed  area,  in  which  Ozark  National 
Forest  Is  located.  (10  pages)  (ELR  Order 
No.  04702)  (NTIS  Order  No.  EIS  72 
4702D) 

Draft,  June  20 

Moanalua  Road,  Hawaii.  The  statement  Is 
concerned  with  the  proposed  reconstruc¬ 
tion  of  a  1.1-mlle  section  of  roadway, 
between  Puuloa  Interchange  and  Middle 
Street  in  Honolulu.  Three  families  would 
be  displaced  by  the  action.  (50  pages) 
(ELR  Order  No.  04739)  (NTIS  Order 
No.  EIS  72  4739D) 

Rigby  Freeway  (UB.  20-191),  Idaho,  coun¬ 
ty:  Jefferson.  The  statement  refers  to 
the  proposed  construction  of  2.37  miles 
of  four-lane  highway.  The  project  will 
displace  10  families  and  15  businesses, 
and  will  require  an  unspecified  amount 
of  right-of-way.  (65  pages)  (ELR  Order 
No.  04746)  (NTIS  Order  No.  EIS  72 
4746D) 

Draft,  June  23 

1-90  Idaho,  county:  Kootenai.  The  state¬ 
ment  refers  to  the  proposed  construction 
of  7.8  miles  of  foiir-lane  highway,  from 
Coeur  d’Alene  to  Wolf  Lodge  Bay.  Thir¬ 
teen  families  and  two  businesses  will  be 
displaced  by  the  action.  A  4(f)  statement 
will  be  filed  as  public  land  will  be  taken 
for  right-of-way.  The  highway  will  cross 
rocky  slopes,  wooded  hillside,  and  lake 
shore;  concern  has  therefore  been  ex¬ 
pressed  over  erosion  potential.  (136 
pages)  (ELR  Order  No.  04763)  (NTIS 
Order  No.  EIS  72  4763D) 

Draft,  Jime  16 

U.S.  50  Kansas,  county:  Lyon.  The  project 
Involves  the  reconstruction  and  widen¬ 
ing,  from  two  to  four  lanes,  of  1.1  miles 
of  highway  in  the  city  of  Emporia.  An 
unspecified  amount  of  property  will  be 
required  for  the  additional  right-of-way. 
(21  pages)  (ELR  Order  No.  04713)  (NHS 
Order  No.  EIS  72  4713D) 

Draft,  June  14 

Mount  Sterling  Birpass,  Kentucky,  county: 
Montgomery.  ITie  statement  refers  to  the 
proposed  construction  of  4.5  miles  of 
highway.  Five  families  and  three  busi¬ 


nesses  will  be  displaced  by  the  action; 
several  farms  will  be  severed.  (27  pages) 
(ELR  Order  No.  04709)  (NTIS  Order  No. 
EIS  72  4709D) 

Draft,  June  19 

UB.  421,  Kentucky,  county:  Harlan.  The 
statement  refers  to  the  relocation  and 
reconstruction,  from  two  to  four  lanes, 
of  2.1  miles  of  highway,  from  Grays  Knob 
to  Tway.  Displacements  will  include  34 
families  and  four  businesses;  75  acres 
will  be  taken  as  right-of-way.  Approxi¬ 
mately  2,000  feet  of  chaimel  works  will 
be  constructed  on  Martin's  Ford,  with 
temporary  erosion  resulting.  (37  pages) 
(ELR  Order  No.  04729)  (NTIS  Order  No. 
EIS  72  47290) 

Draft,  June  23 

Licking  River  Bridge,  Kentucky,  county: 
Kenton  and  Campbell.  The  statement  is 
concerned  with  a  proposed  highway 
bridge  project  which  will  ^an  the  Lick¬ 
ing  River  north  of  Visalia.  The  bridge 
will  be  a  two-lane  structure,  and  will 
ultimately  be  utilized  as  a  part  of  an 
Ohio,  Kentucky,  Indiana  beltway.  Two 
families,  three  farm  buildings,  and  one 
business  will  be  displaced:  approaches  to 
the  bridge  will  traverse  the  Licking  River 
flood  plain;  some  erosion  and  sedimenta¬ 
tion  will  result  from  construction.  (13 
pages)  (ELR  Order  No.  04757)  (NTIS  Or¬ 
der  No.  EIS  72  4757D) 

Draft,  June  19 

U.S.  83,  North  Dakota,  county:  McLean. 
The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed  re¬ 
construction  of  12  miles  of  roadway,  from 
two  to  four  lanes.  Two  businesses  and 
three  residences  will  be  displaced  by  the 
action;  an  unspecified  amount  of  addi¬ 
tional  right-of-way  will  be  taken.  A  4(f) 
statement  will  be  filed  as  pubic  land  will 
be  taken  from  the  Wolf  Creek  Game 
Management  Area.  (19  pages)  (ELR  Or¬ 
der  04728)  (NTIS  Order  No.  EIS  72 
4728D) 

Draft,  June  14 

Route  55  Freeway,  New  Jersey,  county: 
Gloucester.  The  statement  refers  to  the 
proposed  construction  of  a  four-lane,  70 
m.p.h.  freeway.  There  are  five  alternative 
actions  being  considered,  one  of  which 
(Line  R2)  would  traverse  the  Glassboro 
Fish  and  Wildlife  Management  Area. 
Two  other  routes  wotild  affect  farm  land. 
Traffic  would  be  diverted  from  estab¬ 
lished  businesses  and  communities  along 
Route  47.  (27  pages)  (ELR  Order  No. 
04701)  (NTIS  Order  No.  EIS  72  47010) 
Draft,  June  9 

East-West  County  Highway,  New  York, 
county:  Saratoga.  The  statement  refers 
to  the  proposed  construction  of  a  two- 
lane  (four  lanes  planned  within  20 
years) ,  east-west  facility  through  the 
towns  of  Waterford  and  Halfmoon,  Sara¬ 
toga  County,  N.Y.  There  are  6  alternative 
locations  considered  in  the  statement. 
The  facility  is  approximately  5.5  miles 
long;  It  will  affect  no  recreational  or 
institutional  facilities.  A  maximum  of 
two  businesses,  five  residences  (with  the 
potential  difficulty  of  finding  suitable 
replacements),  and  two  to  30  mobile 
homes,  will  be  displaced.  (80  pages) 
(ELR  Order  No.  04703)  (NTIS  Order  No. 
EIS  72  4703D) 

Draft,  June  23 

Route  9W,  New  York,  county:  Ulster.  The 
statement  refers  to  the  proposed  con¬ 
struction  of  2.3  miles  of  four-lane  high¬ 
way  north  of  Kingston.  Hie  facility 
would  parallel  the  present  9W,  bypassing 
highly  developed  commercial  and  indus¬ 
trial  areas  along  the  existing  route.  A 
small  swamp,  which  serves  as  a  storm 
refuge  for  ducks  and  geese  will  be  en¬ 
croached  upon.  (18  pages)  (ELR  Order 
No.  04748)  (NTIS  Order  No.  EIS  72 
4748D) 


Draft,  June  14 

UB.  59  Oklahoma,  county:  Le  Flore.  The 
project  proposed  is  the  reconstruction 
of  12  miles  of  U.S.  59,  much  of  it  on  new 
location.  The  four-lane  roadway  will  dis¬ 
place  24  families  and  11  businesses  and 
will  take  approximately  450  acres  of 
grasslands  for  right-of-way.  (30  pages) 
(ELR  Order  No.  04704)  (NTIS  Order  No. 
EIS  72  4704D) 

Draft,  June  19 

S^ner  Freeway,  Oklahoma,  counties:  Mc¬ 
Clain  and  Cleveland.  The  proposed  action 
is  the  construction  of  14.5  miles  of  four- 
lane  highway  from  1-35  to  Tecximseh 
Road.  Displacements  will  Include  28 
families  and  eight  businesses;  approxi¬ 
mately  700  acres  of  land,  much  of  it 
agricultural  In  nature,  will  be  taken  for 
use  as  right-of-way.  (20  pages)  (ELR 
Order  No.  04727)  (NTIS  Order  No.  EIS 
72  4727D) 

Draft,  June  20 

Legislative  Route  557,  Pennsylvania, 
county:  Lehigh.  The  proposed  action  is 
the  reconstruction  of  Cedar  Crest 
Boulevard  in  the  city  of  Allentown,  in¬ 
cluding  widening  and  resurfacing.  Ap¬ 
proximately  0.6  acre  of  land  and  78  trees 
will  oe  taken  from  the  Trexler  Memorial 
Park,  necessitating  the  filing  of  a  4(f) 
statement.  (105  pages)  (ELR  Order  No. 
04740)  (NTIS  Order  No.  EIS  72  4740D) 
Draft,  June  16 

1-215— 1-80  Interchange,  Utah.  The  state¬ 
ment  refers  to  the  proposed  construc¬ 
tion  of  the  interchange,  which  is  located 
3  miles  west  of  Salt  Lake  City.  Approxi¬ 
mately  13.5  miles  of  roadway  will  be 
built  requiring  259  acres  of  right-of-way 
and  the  acquisition  of  22  residences  and 
two  businesses.  (137  pages)  (ELR  Order 
No.  04720)  (NTIS  Order  No.  EIS  72 
4720D) 

Draft,  June  14 

Barre  Montpelier  Expressway,  Vermont, 
county:  Washington.  The  proposed  proj¬ 
ect  Involves  the  relocation  of  1.54  miles 
of  highway,  and  construction  of  three 
bridges.  Two  businesses  and  one  family 
will  be  displaced  by  the  action.  (22 
pages)  (ELR  Order  No.  04708)  (N-nS 
Order  No.  EIS  72  4708D) 

Draft,  June  23 

Route  23,  Virginia,  county:  Wise.  Hie 
project  Involves  the  relocation  and  re¬ 
construction  of  12.9  miles  of  highway, 
from  two  to  four  lanes,  between  Big 
Stone  Gap  and  Wise.  The  project  will 
have  a  disrupting  Infiuence  upon  the 
community  of  Norton,  displacing  144 
families,  six  businesses,  and  one  church. 
Erosion  problems  are  anticipated  on 
several  streams,  and  the  water  supply 
of  families  in  Powell  Valley  may  be 
impaired.  Hillside  cuts  on  Little  Stone 
Mountain  will  leave  scars  of  adverse 
visual  impact.  (46  pages)  (ELR  Order 
No.  04764)  (NHS  Order  No.  EIS  72 
4764D) 

Draft,  June  15 

Route  29,  West  Virginia,  county:  Mercer. 
TTie  project  Involves  the  construction  of  5 
miles  of  four-lane  roadway,  which  will 
serve  as  a  connector  to  1-77.  Approxi¬ 
mately  50  residences  will  be  displaced  by 
the  action;  and  unspecified  amount  of 
land  will  be  taken  for  right-of-way.  (68 
pages)  (ELR  Order  No.  04714)  (NHS 
Order  No.  EIS  72  4714D) 

Final,  June  21 

UB.  395  California,  counties:  Inyo  and 
Mono.  ITie  statement  refers  to  the  pro¬ 
posed  conversion  of  UB.  395  to  a  foiu*- 
lane  facility  from  the  Inyo-Mono  County 
line  10  miles  north  into  Mono  County. 
The  project  will  cross  public  lands  ad¬ 
ministered  by  the  Bureau  of  Land  Man¬ 
agement,  and  the  Forest  Service.  The 
Tuff  Campground  of  the  Rock  Creek 
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Recreation  Area  will  be  adversely  af¬ 
fected,  wltb  seven  of  Its  10  campgrounds 
being  lost.  (61  pages)  Comments  made 
by:  (ELR  Order  No.  04764)  (NTIS  Or¬ 
der  No.  EIS  72  4764P) 

Final,  June  20 

U.S.  76  Kansas,  county:  Shawnee.  The 
statement  refers  to  the  proposed  con¬ 
struction  of  2.1  miles  of  4-lane  high¬ 
way,  Including  a  bridge  over  the  Kansas 
River,  In  urban  Topeka.  Three  residences 
and  an  unspecified  amount  of  land  will 
be  required  for  right-of-way.  (36  pages) 
Comments  made  by:  USDA,  USCO,  COE, 
EPA,  HUD,  and  OEO.  (ELR  Order  No. 
04744)  (NTIS  Order  No.  EIS  72  4744P) 

U.S.  6  Nebraska,  counties:  Chase,  Hayes, 
and  Hitchcock.  The  statement  refers  to 
the  proposed  reconstruction  of  14.6 
miles  of  highway,  between  the  villages 
of  Wauneta  and  Palisade.  Chaimel 
works  will  be  required  upon  the  French¬ 
man  River  because  of  the  project,  with 
possible  adverse  effects  upon  riparian 
wildlife  resulting.  One  residence  and  an 
unspecified  amount  of  land  will  be  taken 
for  right-of-way.  (42  pages)  Comments 
made  by:  USDA,  COE,  EPA,  and  DOI. 
(ELR  Order  No.  04746)  (NTIS  Order  No. 
EIS  72  4746P) 

Brian  P.  Jenny, 

Acting  General  Counsel. 

[PR  Doc.72-10313  Piled  7-6-72;8:45  am] 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

[I.  P.  ti  R.  Dockets  Nos.  63,  etc.] 

CONSOLIDATED  DDT  HEARINGS 

Opinion  and  Order  of  the 
Administrator 

Published  herewith  Is  my  opinion  and 
order  Issued  June  14,  1972,  concerning 
the  registrations  of  products  containing 
the  Insecticide  DDT. 

Done  this  30th  day  of  June  1972. 
William  D.  Ruckelshaus, 
Administrator. 

Stxvens  Industries,  Inc.,  rr  al. 

OPINION  OP  THE  administrator 

Before  the  Environmental  Protection 
Agency:  In  re:  Stevens  Industries,  Inc.,  et 
aL  (Consolidated  DDT  Hearings),  I.P.  &  R. 
Docket  No.  63  et  al. 

This  hearing  represents  the  culmination 
of  approximately  3  years  of  Intensive  ad¬ 
ministrative  Inquiry  Into  the  uses  of  DDT. 
Part  I  sets  forth  the  background  of  these 
proceedings  and  Part  II  contains  a  discus¬ 
sion  of  the  evidence  and  law  and  my  factual 
conclusions.  I  am  persuaded  for  reasons  set 
forth  In  Part  III  of  this  opinion  that  the 
long-range  risks  of  continued  use  of  DDT 
for  use  on  cotton  and  most  other  crops  is 
unacceptable  and  outweighs  any  benefits. 
Cancellation  for  all  uses  of  DDT  for  crop 
production  and  nonhealth  purposes  Is  here¬ 
by  reaffirmed  and  will  become  effective  De¬ 
cember  31,  1972,  In  accordance  with  Part  V 
of  this  opinion  and  the  accompanying  or¬ 
der,  except  that  certain  uses,  for  green  pep¬ 
pers,  onions,  and  sweet  potatoes  in  storage 
may  continue  on  terms  and  conditions  set 
forth  In  Part  V  of  this  opinion  and  the  ac¬ 
companying  order. 

I — A.  Background.  DDT  Is  the  familiar 
abbreviation  for  the  chemical  ( 1,1,1, trlchlo- 
rophenyl  ethane),  which  was  for  many  years 
the  most  widely  used  chemical  pesticide  in 
this  country.  DDT’s  insecticidal  properties 
were  originally  discovered,  apparently  by  ac¬ 
cident,  in  1939,  and  during  World  War  II  It 


was  used  extensively  for  typhus  control. 
Since  1946,  DDT  has  been  used  for  general 
control  of  mosquitoes,  boll  weevil  Infesta¬ 
tion  in  cotton-growing  areas,  and  a  variety 
of  other  uses.  Peak  use  of  DDT  occurred  at 
the  end  of  the  1960's  and  present  domestic 
use  of  DDT  In  various  formulations  has 
been  estimated  at  6,000  tons  per  year.^  Ac¬ 
cording  to  Admission  7  of  the  record,  ap¬ 
proximately  86  percent  or  10,277,258  poimds 
of  domestically  used  DDT  Is  applied  to  cot¬ 
ton  crops.  The  same  admission  Indicates 
that  603,063  pounds  and  937,901  pounds,  or 
approximately  5  percent  and  9  percent  of 
the  total  formulated  by  27  of  the  petitioners 
in  these  hearings  are  used  respectively  on 
soybean  and  peanut  crops.  All  other  uses  of 
the  11,966,196  pounds  amount  to  158,833  of 
the  total,  or  little  over  1  percent.* 

Counsel  for  the  Agency  has  called  to  our 
attention  publication  of  the  Department  of 
Agriculture,  The  Pesticide  Review  of  1971, 
which  estimates  "a  domestic  disappearance” 
rate  of  25,457,000  pounds  for  DDT  In  1970. 
See  p.  28.  The  motion  to  incorporate  this 
publication  is  granted,  as  Is  the  motion  by 
registrants  to  supplement  the  record,  see 
infra.  I  do  not  believe,  however,  that  the 
Pesticide  Review  figure  can  be  accepted,  on 
its  face,  vdthout  further  explanation.  Since 
the  result  I  reach  today  would.  If  an3rthing, 
only  be  reinforced  by  the  higher  figure,  I 
see  no  need  to  remand. 

For  the  above  uses  it  appiears  that  DDT  is 
sold  In  four  different  formulations:  Emulsl- 
fiable  sprays;  dust;  wettable  powder;  and 
granular  form. 

Public  concern  over  the  widespread  use  of 
pesticides  was  stirred  by  Rachel  Carson’s 
book,  "Silent  Spring,”  and  a  natural  out¬ 
growth  was  the  Investigation  of  this  piopular 
and  widely  sprayed  chemical.  DDT,  which 
for  many  years  had  been  used  with  apparent 
safety,  was,  the  critics  alleged,  a  highly 
dangerous  substance  which  killed  beneficial 
Insects,  upset  the  natural  ecological  balance, 
and  collected  In  the  food  chain,  thus  piosing 
a  hazard  to  man,  and  other  forms  of  ad¬ 
vanced  aquatic  and  avian  life.  In  1969,  the 
U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture  commenced 
a  review  of  the  health  and  environmental 
hazards  attendant  to  the  use  of  DDT. 

Certain  uses  of  DDT  were  canceled  by  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  In  1969  and  in¬ 
formal  review  of  remaining  uses  continued 
through  1970.*  In  early  1971,  this  Agency 
commenced  formal  administrative  review  of 
DDT  registrations  by  the  cancellation  of  all 
registrations  for  DDT  products  and  uses 
pursuant  to  section  4(c)  of  the  Federal  In¬ 
secticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act 
(FIFRA)  7  U.S.C.  section  135  (1972). « 

*  Admission  6  shows  that  domestic  ship¬ 
ments  of  DDT  by  its  sole  manufacturer, 
Montrose  Chemical  Co.,  totaled  8,827,900 
pounds  between  January  1  and  August  1, 
1971.  Total  domestic  sales  in  1970  were 
11,966,196,  as  stipulated  in  Admission  No.  7. 
The  Examiner  found,  apparently  based  on 
Admission  7,  that  domestic  use  In  1970  "was 
Just  under  12  million  pounds.”  Exam.  Report 
at  92. 

•Some  discrepancy  In  the  figures  exists 
since  the  figures  given  In  breakdown  of  use 
categories  total  11,977,065  pounds,  slightly 
more  than  the  total  sold  by  the  27  formula- 
tors  who  supplied  figures. 

*PR  Notice  69-17.  Among  the  canceled 
uses  were  applications  to  trees  for  control 
of  Dutch  Elm  disease,  tobacco,  home  uses, 
and  aquatic  uses.  34  F.R.  18827  (1969). 

*In  Environmental  Defense  Fund  v.  Ruc¬ 
kelshaus,  439  F.  2d  584  (D.C.  Clr.  1971),  the 
court  of  appeals  held  that  cancellation  pro¬ 
ceedings  should  be  commenced  whenever  a 
registration  of  a  pesticide  raises  a  “sub¬ 
stantial  question  of  safety”  which  warrants 
further  study.  On  Jan.  15,  1971,  all  uses  of 


B.  Statement  of  the  case.  This  hearing  Is 
the  final  stage  of  formal  administrative  re¬ 
view.*  Thirty-one  registrants  have  challenged 
15  of  the  canceled  uses  of  DDT  and  its  me¬ 
tabolite,  TDE.*  These  uses  of  DDT  Include 
applications  to  cotton  fields  to  control  the 
boll  weevil  and  bollworm  applications  to 
various  vegetable  crops,  and  a  variety  of 
lesser  uses  in  public  programs.  The  case  for 
cancellation  has  been  presented  by  counsel 
for  the  Pesticides  Office  of  the  Environ¬ 
mental  Protection  Agency  and  attorneys  for 
the  Environmental  Defense  Fund  which  Is 
an  Intervenor.  Other  parties  Include  Ell 
Lilly  &  Co.,  which  held  a  DDT  registration 
for  “topoclde,”  a  prescription  drug,*  H.  P. 
Cannon  &  Son,  a  user  of  DDT,"  and  repre¬ 
sentatives  of  the  chemical  manufacturing 
Industry  and  various  wildlife  groups.* 

The  testimony  and  exhibits  cover  In  ex¬ 
haustive  fashion  all  aspects  of  DDT’s  chemi¬ 
cal  and  toxicological  properties.  The  evidence 
of  record,  however.  Is  not  so  e-xtenslve  con¬ 
cerning  the  benefits  from  using  DDT,  and 
most  of  it  has  been  directed  to  the  major 
use,  which  Is  on  cotton  crops.** 

DDT  not  canceled  In  1969  were  canceled. 
PR  Notice  71-1.  And  on  Mar.  18, 1971,  notices 
of  cancellation  were  Issued  for  all  registered 
uses  of  TDE,  a  DDT  metabolite.  PR  Notice 
71-5.  _ 

'Under  FIFRA  a  registrant  Is  entitled  to 
either  a  public  hearing  or  a  scientific  advisory 
committee  or  both  to  review  his  registration. 
Pending  completion  of  that  review,  a  reg¬ 
istrant  Is  allowed  to  continue  shipment  of  his 
product. 

•  Unless  specified,  discussion  of  DDT  In  this 
opinion  applies  to  TDE.  DDT  has  three  major 
breakdown  products,  DDA,  DDE,  and  DDD; 
separate  registrations  exist  for  TDE  (DDE). 

•  There  has  been  some  controversy  over  Ell 
Lilly’s  status  because  It  failed  to  appeal  can¬ 
cellation  of  Its  registration  within  30  days 
as  required  by  section  4(c)  of  FIFRA.  For  the 
purposes  of  this  case  I  believe  they  should 
be  accorded  status  as  parties. 

•  ’There  has  been  some  question  as  to 
whether  or  not  a  "user”  has  standing  to 
appeal  a  cancellation  and  thus  seek  rein¬ 
statement  of  a  canceled  use  even  though  no 
registrant  has  stepped  forward  to  appeal.  The 
same  reasoning  employed  by  the  court  in 
Environmental  Defense  Fund  v.  Ruckelshaus, 
supra,  and  Environmental  Defense  Fund  v. 
Hardin,  428  F.  2d  1093  (D.C.  Clr.  1970) ,  which 
accords  standing  to  "public  Interest”  groups 
gives  "users”  a  right  to  appeal  a  cancella¬ 
tion. 

•The  groups  are:  National  Agricultural 
Chemicals  Association;  National  Audubon 
Society;  The  Sierra  Club;  and  West  Michigan 
Environmental  Action  Council.  As  already 
noted,  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  In  addi¬ 
tion  to  being  a  party-registrant  by  virtue  of 
registrat;lons  held  by  Its  Plant  Regulation 
Division,  has  appeared  as  an  Intervenor. 

“’The  following  uses  are  Involved:  For  cot¬ 
ton;  for  military  use  on  clothing;  for  peppers 
and  pimentos;  for  fresh  market  corn;  for  pea¬ 
nuts;  for  cabbage,  cauliflower,  and  brussel 
sprouts;  for  tomatoes;  for  lettuce;  for  pota¬ 
toes;  for  sweet  potatoes  in  storage  (Southern 
States  only);  for  use  In  commercial  green¬ 
houses  and  nurseries;  for  beans  (dry,  lima, 
snap);  for  bat  and  rodent  control:  for  emer¬ 
gency  use  for  agriculture,  health  or  quaran¬ 
tine  purposes;  and  for  onions  and  garlic;  and 
for  lice  control.  There  has  been  considerable 
controversy  as  to  what  uses  were  at  Issue 
during  the  hearing.  Admission  No.  2  sets 
forth  those  uses  which  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  considers  essential.  Many  of  those 
uses  have  been  canceled  and  no  appeal  was 
taken.  The  uses  at  issue  In  this  hearing  are 
only  those  noted  in  Admission  11. 
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The  Pesticides  Office  and  Environmental 
Defense  Fund  (EDF),  in  presenting  their 
cases  against  continued  registration  for  DDT, 
lean  most  heavily  on  evidence  which,  they 
contend,  establishes:  (1)  That  DDT  and  its 
metabolites  are  toxicants  which  persist  in 
soU  and  the  aquasphere;  (2)  that  once  un¬ 
leased,  DDT  is  an  uncontrollable  chemical 
which  can  be  transported  by  leaching,  ero¬ 
sion,  runoff,  and  volatilization;  (3)  that  DDT 
is  not  water  soluble  and  collects  in  fat  tissue; 
(4)  that  organisms  tend  to  collect  and  con¬ 
centrate  DDT;  (5)  that  these  qualities  result 
in  accumulations  of  DDT  in  wildlife  and 
humans;  that  once  stored  or  consumed,  DDT 
can  be  toxic  to  both  animals  and  humans, 
and  in  the  case  of  fish  and  wildlife  inhibit 
regeneration  of  species;  and  (7)  that  the 
benefits  accruing  from  DDT  usage  are  mar¬ 
ginal,  given  the  availability  of  alternative  in¬ 
secticides  and  pest  management  programs, 
and  also  the  fact  that  crops  produced  with 
DDT  are  in  ample  supply.  The  testimony  and 
exhibits  include  niunerous  reports  of  expert 
scientists  who  have  described  observed  effects 
of  DDT  in  the  environment  and  the  labora¬ 
tory. 

Oroup  Petitioners  and  the  U.S.  Department 
of  Agriculture  (USDA)  seek  to  discredit  the 
Agency’s  case  by  citing  the  record  of  safety 
DDT  has  compiled  throughout  the  years,  and 
point  to  the  negative  findings  of  epidemio¬ 
logical  and  human  feeding  studies  carried 
out  over  the  years  on  industrial  workers  and 
volunteers  exposed  to  concentrated  levels  of 
DDT  far  in  excess  of  that  to  which  the  aver¬ 
age  individual  is  exposed.  Proponents  of  con¬ 
tinued  registration  have  also  introduced 
expert  testimony  to  the  effect  that  DDT’s 
chronic  toxicity  to  man  or  animals  has  not 
been  established  by  adequate  proof.  The 
registrants  have  attacked  the  assumption 
that  laboratory  data,  as  to  effects  of  exag¬ 
gerated  doses  of  DDT,  can  provide  a  mean¬ 
ingful  basis  for  extrapolating  effects  on  man 
or  the  environment.  In  the  alternative. 
Oroup  Petitioners  contend  that  whatever 
harm  to  the  environment  might  be  attributed 
to  DDT.  it  results  from  misuse  and  over¬ 
dosing  that  occurred  in  years  past.  Lastly, 
Oroup  Petitioners  and  USDA  have  attempted 
to  prove  that  DDT  is  effective  and  that  its 
use  is  more  desirable  than  the  organophos- 
phates  which  are  more  acutely  toxic  and 
costly  than  DDT. 

On  April  25,  the  Hearing  Examiner  issued 
an  opinion  with  proposed  findings,  conclu¬ 
sions  and  orders  recommending  that  all 
"essential"  uses  of  DDT  be  retained  and  that 
cancellation  be  lifted.'^  The  Examiner’s  re¬ 
port  which  has  findings,  conclusions,  and  an 
opinion,  is  attached  below.  The  Examiner 
apparently  accepted  in  his  report  the 
Agency’s  proof  that  DDT  is  a  hazard  to 
aquatic  and  terrestrial  wildlife  and  substi¬ 
tutes  exist.  He  found,  as  a  ‘‘matter  of  fact.” 
DDT  can  have  adverse  effects  on  beneficial 
animals;  that  it  is  transferred  through  the 
food  chain;  that  DDT  is  fat  soluble.  He 
concluded,  however,  as  a  “matter  of  law,” 
that  DDT  is  neither  a  carcinogen  nor  terato- 


u  There  is  some  confusion  as  to  what  the 
term  “essential”  means.  By  Admission  No.  2 
the  parties  stipulated  that  certain  uses  were 
“essential”  in  the  view  of  UBDA.  No  stipula¬ 
tion  exists  that  these  uses  are,  in  fact,  essen¬ 
tial  in  that  no  alternatives  exist  or  that  a 
shortage  of  a  crop  would  result  without  DDT. 


gen,  that  the  particular  uses  at  issue  do  not 
adversely  affect  wildlife,  that  DDT  use  has 
rapidly  declined.  (Examiner’s  Rept.  p.  93.) 

‘The  Pesticides  Office  of  this  Agency  and 
intervenor  Environmental  Defense  Fund 
(EDF)  filed  exceptions  to  the  Examiner’s 
report, u  challenging  his  application  of  the 
burden  of  proof  to  this  case,  his  findings  of 
fact,  conclusions  of  law.  and  numerous  evi¬ 
dentiary  rulings.  Exception  was  also  taken 
to  the  Examiner’s  application  of  the  so- 
called  “risk  and  benefit”  standard  of  FIFRA. 

On  May  2,  1972,  the  Judicial  Officer  pro¬ 
pounded  by  order,  at  my  direction,  a  series 
of  questions  for  briefing  and  discussion  at 
oral  argument,  and  oral  argument  was  held 
on  May  16.  That  argument  was  transcribed 
and  is  part  of  this  record.  Group  Petitioners, 
USDA,  Ell  Lilly,  and  H.  P.  Cannon  &  Sons 
have  also  responded  to  the  briefs  on 
exceptions. 

II. — A.  Applicable  law.  ‘The  basic  FIFRA 
scheme  has  been  outlined  in  court  opinions 
and  Agency  decisions  (see  EDF  v.  EPA,  D.C. 

Clr.  Slip.  Op.  71-1365, _ F.  2d . 

May  5,  1972  (opinion  of  Judge  Leventhal); 
Stearns  Elec.  Paste  Co.  v.  EPA,  7th  Cir.  Slip 

Op.  No.  71-1112,  . . F.  2d _ ,  May  11, 

1972;  Continental  Chemlste  Co.  v.  EPA,  7th 

Clr.  Slip  Op.  No.  71-1828 . F.  2d . 

May  11.  1972;  EDF  v.  Ruckelshaus  (opinion 
of  Judge  Bazelon) ,  supra;  Statement  of  Rea¬ 
sons  Concerning  the  Registration  of  Products 
Containing  DDT,  2,4.5-T,  and  Aldrin/ 
Dieldrin,  March  18,  1972;  In  re  Hari-Kari 
Lindane  Pellets,  et  al.,  I.F.&R.  No.  6  (1971)), 
While  there  is  no  need  to  trace  in  detail  once 
again  the  statutory  scheme,  a  brief  sum¬ 
mary  provides  a  useful  prism  for  filtering  the 
evidence. 

1.  FIFRA.  The  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungi¬ 
cide,  and  Rodentlcide  Act,  7  UB.C.  section 
135  (1972),  establishes  a  strict  standard  for 
the  registration  of  pesticides.  Any  “economic 
poison”  which  cannot  be  used  without  in¬ 
jury  to  “man  or  other  vertebrate  animals, 
vegetation,  and  useful  Invertebrate  animals” 
is  “misbranded,”  “  and  is  therefore  subject 
to  cancellation.'* 


“Exceptions  have  also  been  received  in 
Docket  106,  In  Re  Wallersteln.  Stark  Bros. 
Niuserles  held  a  registration  for  use  of  DDT 
on  nursery  plants.  The  Examiner  recom¬ 
mended  cancellation  on  the  grounds  that 
this  was  not  an  “essential”  use  according  to 
USDA. 

“Secs.  2(z)(2)  (c).  (d).  and  (g),  respec¬ 
tively  provide: 

“The  term  ‘misbranded’  shall  iq>ply — 

(a)  To  any  economic  poison — 

•  •  •  •  • 

(c)  If  the  labeling  accompanying  it  does 
not  contain  directions  for  use  which  are  nec¬ 
essary  and  if  conq>lled  with  adequate  for  the 
protection  of  the  public; 

(d)  If  the  label  does  not  contain  a  warn¬ 
ing  or  caution  statement  which  may  be  nec¬ 
essary  and  if  complied  with  adequate  to 
prevent  injury  to  living  man  and  other 
vertebrate  animals,  vegetation,  and  useful 
invertebrate  animals; 

•  •  •  •  • 

(g)  If  in  the  case  of  an  Insecticide,  nema- 
tocide,  fungicide,  or  herbicide  when  used  as 
directed  or  in  accordance  with  commonly 
recognized  practice  it  shall  be  injurious  to 
living  man  or  other  vertebrate  animals,  or 
vegetation,  except  weeds,  to  which  it  is  ap¬ 
plied,  or  to  the  person  applying  such  eco¬ 
nomic  poison; 

•  •  •  •  • 

Sec,  4  permits  the  Administrator  to  can¬ 
cel  a  registration  “if  it  appears  that  ’the 
article  and  its  labeling  •  •  ’’do  not  comply 
with  [the  Act].”  Since  the  Act  prohibits  dis¬ 
tribution  of  a  “misbranded”  pesticide,  sec.  3 
(a)(5),  the  registration  for  a  “misbranded” 
product  may  be  canceled. 


While  the  language  of  the  statute,  taken 
literally,  requires  only  a  finding  of  injury  to 
nontarget  species,  the  inquiry  cannot,  how¬ 
ever,  end  with  a  simplistic  application  of  this 
plain  statutory  language.  Both  Judicial  and 
administrative  precedent  recognize  that  Con¬ 
gress  intended  the  application  of  a  balancing 
test,  that  would  measure  the  risks  of  using  a 
particular  chemical  against  its  benefits.”  If  a 
product  is  “misbranded”  within  the  meaning 
of  the  Act,  l.e.,  if  it  bears  a  label  for  use  that 
does  not  meet  the  criteria  of  section  2,  it  may 
no  longer  be  shipped  in  Interstate  commerce 
and  stocks  in  hand  in  the  original  package 
may  be  seized.  7  U.S.C.  section  135(g)  (1972) . 

2.  Risks  and  benefits.  It  follows  from  the 
statutory  scheme  and  this  Agency’s  decisions 
that  evidence  of  each  alleged  risk  must  be 
reviewed  and  a  conclusion  reached  as  to 
whether  or  not,  and  in  what  degree,  such  risk 
is  Incident  to  the  directed  use  of  a  particular 
product.  The  task,  however,  is  complicated  in 
the  case  of  a  “persistent”  pesticide  by  its 
possible  chronic  effects.  The  degree  of  persist¬ 
ence,  extent  of  overall  usage  and  mobility  all 
bear  on  the  amplitude  or  indeed  the  exist¬ 
ence  of  the  risk  curve.”  I  believe,  however,  it 
is  useful  to  Isolate  the  alleged  risks  and  eval¬ 
uate  each  on  the  assumption  that  they  are 
unaffected  by  overall  levels  of  use,  and  defer 
to  Part  IV  the  discussion  of  the  significance 
of  the  relationship  between  risk  and  overall 
use. 

III. — A.  Analysis  of  evidence. — 1.  Risks — a. 
Health  effects  and  environmental  properties. 
There  Is  no  dispute  on  this  record  that  DDT 
is  a  nonspecific  chemical  that  kills  both 
target  and  nontarget  species  in  the  immedi¬ 
ate  area  of  application.  Few  chemicals,  how¬ 
ever,  are  so  selective  that  they  can  be  used 
without  causing  some  injury  to  “nontarget” 
species.  We  must  therefore  proceed  to  the 
evidence  bearing  on  other  “risks”  and  the 
“benefits”  from  using  DDT. 

I  am  convinced  by  a  preponderance  of  the 
evidence  that,  once  dispersed,  DDT  is  an  un¬ 
controllable,  durable  chemical  that  persists 
in  the  aquatic  and  terrestrial  environments. 
Given  its  insolubility  in  water  and  its  pro¬ 
pensity  to  be  stored  in  tissues,  it  collects  in 
the  food  chain  and  is  passed  up  to  higher 
forms  of  aquatic  and  terrestrial  life.  There 
is  ample  evidence  to  show  that  under  cer¬ 
tain  conditions  DDT  or  its  metabolites  can 
persist  in  soil  for  many  years."  that  it  will 
volatilize  or  move  along  with  eroding  soil.” 
While  the  degree  of  transportability  is  un¬ 
known,  evidence  of  record  shows  that  it  is 


”  See  EDF  V.  EPA  (opinion  of  Judge  Leven¬ 
thal).  supra;  EDF  v.  Ruckelshaus  (opinion 
of  Judge  Bazelon).  supra,  DDT  Statement  of 
Reasons,  supra;  see  also  Statement  of  Rea¬ 
sons  Underlying  Suspension  and  Cancellation 
of  Products  Containing  Mercxiry,  37  F.R.  6419 
(Mar.  29.  1972). 

“Other  factors  bearing  on  risk  may  in¬ 
clude  the  geographical  location  of  applica¬ 
tion,  see,  e.g..  Statement  of  Reasons  Underly¬ 
ing  Registrations  for  Strychnine,  1080,  and 
Sodium  Cyanide,  37  PH.  5718  (1972), 

although  this  may  not  be  as  significant  where 
the  chemical  is  highly  volatile  as  is  the  case 
with  DDT.  See  also  Statement  of  Reasons 
Underlying  the  Cancellation  of  Mlrex,  Deter¬ 
mination  and  Order  of  the  Administrator  at 
7  (37  F.R.  10987,  June  1,  1972). 

"Method  of  application  and  type  of  soil 
and  climate  can  affect  persistence  in  soil  and 
likewise  runoff  into  aquatic  areas. 

“  Registrants  have  made  much  of  the  fact 
that  aquatic  contamination  and  the  spread 
of  DDT  have  resulted  from  drift  during  aerial 
application.  While  the  Examiner’s  report 
dwells  at  some  length  on  Improved  methods 
of  application,  it  recognizes  runoff  as  a  signif¬ 
icant  source  of  aquatic  contamination,  even 
with  improved  aerial  spraying  techniques. 
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occasionally  found  in  remote  areas  or  In 
ocean  species,  such  as  whales,  far  from  any 
known  area  of  application. 

Persistence  and  blomagnlficatlon  In  the 
food  chain  are,  of  themselves,  a  cause  for 
concern,  given  the  unknown  and  possibly 
forever  undeterminable  long-range  effects  of 
DDT  in  man,  and  the  environment.'*  Lab- 
oratory  tests  have,  however,  produced  tumorl- 
genlc  effects  on  mice  when  DDT  was  fed 
to  them  at  high  levels."  Most  of  the  cancer 
research  experts  who  testified  at  this  hear¬ 
ing  indicated  that  it  was  their  opinion  that 
the  tumorigenlc  results  of  tests  thus  far 
conducted  are  an  Indicator  of  carclnogenlty 
and  that  DDT  should  be  considered  a  poten¬ 
tial  carcinogen.*' 

Group  Petitioners  argue  that  the  testi¬ 
mony  is  in  confiict  and  fasten  on  to  the  tes¬ 
timony  of  the  Surgeon  General  that  of  Drs. 
Loomis  and  Butler.  The  Surgeon  General’s 
statement  was,  however,  cautious  and,  by 
no  means,  carries  the  burden  that  the  Group 
Petitioners  seek  to  place  on  it.  In  very  gen¬ 
eral  terms  the  Surgeon  General  stated:  "We 
have  no  Information  on  which  to  indict  DDT 
either  as  a  tumorigen  or  as  a  carcinogen  for 
man  and  on  the  basis  now  available,  I  can¬ 
not  conclude  DDT  represents  an  imminent 
health  hazard.”  (Tr.  1350.)  This  testimony, 
however,  does  not  bear  on  the  long-term 
effects  of  DDT,  nor  did  the  Surgeon  General 
express  a  view  on  what  uses,  apart  from 
health  uses,  would  Justify  continued  use  of 
DDT.  Indeed,  the  entire  thrust  of  the  Sur¬ 
geon  General’s  testimony  was  only  that  use 
for  immediate  health  needs  outweighs  the 
possible  long-range  effects  of  DDT  on  human 
health.  Group  Petitioners’  other  witnesses, 
Drs.  Loomis  and  Butler,  while  men  of  stature 
in  their  fields — toxicology  and  pathology — 
and  knowledgeable  about  cancer  treatment 
and  diagnosis  are  not  specialists  in  cancer 
research  as  is  Dr.  Safflottl.  Indeed,  Dr.  Butler 
disclaimed  such  expertise. 

Group  Petitioners  also  take  refuge  under  a 
broad  canopy  of  data — human  feeding 
studies  and  epidemiological  studies — and 


'*It  is  particularly  difficult  to  anticipate 
the  long-range  effects  of  exposure  to  a  low 
dose  of  a  chemical.  It  may  take  many  years 
before  adverse  effects  would  take  place. 
Diseases  like  cancer  have  an  extended  latency 
period.  Mutagenic  effects  will  be  apparent 
only  in  future  generations.  Lastly,  it  may  be 
impossible  to  relate  observed  pathology  in 
man  to  a  particular  chemical  because  of  the 
inability  to  isolate  control  groups  which  are 
not  exposed  in  the  same  degree  as  the  rest 
of  the  population. 

“Tumorigenlc  effects  have  been  noted  in 
a  number  of  laboratory  experiments.  The 
most  positive  results  were  developed  by  the 
Blonetics  Study  and  the  Lyons  and  Milan 
tests.  ’The  Blonetics  Study  of  the  National 
Cancer  Institute  fed  120  compounds  to  two 
strains  of  mice.  DDT  was  one  of  11  com¬ 
pounds  to  produce  an  elevated  incidence  of 
tumors.  The  Lyons  and  Milan  Studies  of  the 
International  Agency  for  Research  of  the 
World  Health  Organization  is  a  multigener- 
atlonal  study  (still  in  progress)  of  6,000  mice 
of  in-  and  out-bred  strains.  Increased  hepa¬ 
tomas  were  noted  in  male  and  female  mice 
fed  DDT  at  250  p.p.m.  Metastasis  to  the 
lungs  or  kidneys  has  been  recorded  in  five 
Instances. 

"Witnesses  testifying  to  the  positive  cor¬ 
relation  between  tumorigens  and  carcinogens 
were  Dr.  Umberto  Safflottl,  Associate  Scien¬ 
tific  Director  for  Carcinogenesis,  Etiology 
Area,  National  Cancer  Institute;  Dr.  Marvin 
Schnelderman,  Associate  Chief,  Biometry 
Branch  and  Associated  Director  for  Demog¬ 
raphy,  National  Cancer  Institute;  Dr.  Samuel 
Epstein,  Senior  Research  Associate  in  Path<d- 
ogy.  Children’s  Cancer  Research  Foundation, 
Inc.,  Bosttm. 


support  it  with  the  Increasingly  familiar 
argument  that  exposure  to  any  substance  in 
sufficient  quantities  may  cause  cancer. 

None  of  the  feeding  studies  carried  out 
with  DDT  have  been  designed  adequately  to 
detect  carcinogenicity,  and  given  the  latency 
period  of  cancer,  these  studies  would  have 
to  be  carried  out  for  a  much  longer  period. 
Statistical  population  samples  for  epidemi¬ 
ological  studies  are  also  virtually  impossible 
given  the  latency  period  for  cancer  and  the 
long-term  exposure  of  the  general  popula¬ 
tion.  Since  there  is  no  sharp  distinction  be¬ 
tween  population  groups  exposed  to  low 
doses  and  higher  doses  of  DDT,  adequate 
control  groups  cannot  be  established.  The 
"everything  is  cancerous  argument”  falls  be¬ 
cause  it  Ignores  the  fact  that  not  all  chemi¬ 
cals  fed  to  animals  in  equally  concentrated 
doses  have  produced  the  same  tiunorigenlc 
results. 

b.  Environmental  effects.  ’The  case  against 
DDT  Involves  more,  however,  than  a  long- 
range  hazard  to  man’s  health.  The  evidence 
presented  by  the  Agency’s  Pesticides  Office 
and  the  Intervenors,  EDP,  compelllngly  dem¬ 
onstrates  the  adverse  impact  of  DDT  on  fish 
and  blrdllfe.  Several  witnesses  testified  to 
first-hand  observed  effects  of  DDT  on  fish 
and  birdlife,  reporting  lethal  or  sub-acute 
effects  on  aquatic  and  avian  life  exposed  in 
DDT-treated  areas.  Laboratory  evidence  is 
also  Impressively  abundant  to  show  the  acute 
and  chronic  effects  of  DDT  on  avian  animal 
species  and  suggest  that  DDT  Impairs  their 
reproductive  capabilities.” 

The  petitioner-registrants’  assertion  that 
there  is  no  evidence  of  declining  aquatic  or 
avian  populations,  even  if  actually  true,  is 
an  attempt  at  confession  and  avoidance.  It 
does  not  refute  the  basic  proposition  that 
DDT  causes  damage  to  wildlife  species.  Group 
petitioners’  argument  that  DDT  is  only  one 
toxic  substance  in  a  polluted  environment, 
and  thus,  whatever  its  laboratory  effects,  it 
cannot  be  shown  to  be  the  causative  agent 
of  damage  in  nature,  does  not  redeem  DDT, 
but  only  underscores  the  magnitude  of  effort 
that  will  be  necessary  for  cleaning  up  the 
environment.  Were  we  forced  to  Isolate  in 
nature,  rather  than  in  the  laboratory,  the 
effects  of  various  toxic  substances,  it  would 
be  difficult  if  not  Impossible  to  make  a  Judg¬ 
ment  as  to  the  chronic  effects  of  any  chemi¬ 
cal.  As  our  DDT  statement  of  March  1971 
has  noted:  "Development  of  adequate  test¬ 
ing  protocols  and  facilities  is  a  priority  un¬ 
dertaking.  But  in  the  short  term,  extrapola¬ 
tion  from  small-scale  laboratory  analyses 
must  err  on  the  side  of  safety.”  See  DDT 
Statement  of  Reasons,  at  11. 

Finally,  I  am  persuaded  that  a  preponder¬ 
ance  of  the  evidence  shows  that  DDE  causes 
thinning  of  eggshells  in  certain  bird  species. 
The  evidence  presented  Included  both  lab¬ 
oratory  data  and  observational  data.  Thus, 
results  of  feeding  experiments  were  intro¬ 
duced  to  show  that  birds  in  the  laboratory, 
when  fed  DDT,  produced  abnormally  thin 
eggshells.  In  addition,  researchers  have  also 
correlated  thinning  of  shells  by  comparing 
the  thickness  of  eggs  found  in  nature  with 
that  of  eggs  taken  from  museums.  The  muse¬ 
um  eggs  show  little  thinning,  whereas  eggs 
taken  from  the  wild  after  DDT  use  had  be¬ 
come  extensive  reveal  reduced  thickness. 


”See  the  testimony  of  Drs.  Tarzwell, 
Nicholson,  Philip  Butler,  Duke,  Burdick, 
Dimond,  Risebrough,  Hickey,  and  Cade. 

While  the  Examiner  erroneously  excluded 
testimony  as  to  economic  lor:es  caused  by 
DDT’s  contamination  of  the  aquatic  en¬ 
vironment — ^losses  to  commercial  fishermen 
caused  by  inability  to  market  contaminated 
fish — this  risk  is  significant,  even  if  it  could 
not  be  economically  quantified.  Not  all  risks 
can  be  translated  into  dollars  and  cents,  nor 
can  all  benefits  be  assessed  in  cash  terms. 


Group  Petitioners  and  USDA  argue  that 
the  laboratory  feeding  studies,  conducted 
with  exaggerated  doses  of  DDE  and  under 
stress  conditions,  provide  no  basis  for  ex¬ 
trapolating  to  nature.  They  suggest  that  the 
study  resvilts  are  contradictory  and  place 
puticular  emphasis  on  documents  which 
were  not  part  of  the  original  record  and 
the  inconsistencies  in  Dr.  Heath’s  testimony 
as  brought  out  during  cross-examination. 
Group  Petitioners  also  contend  that  the  ob¬ 
served  phenomenon  of  eggshell  thinning  and 
DDE  residue  data  are  tied  by  a  statistical 
thread  too  slender  to  connect  the  two  in 
any  meaningful  way. 

Viewing  the  evidence  as  a  total  picture,  a 
preponderance  supports  the  conclusion  that 
DDE  does  cause  eggshell  thinning.  Whether 
or  not  the  laboratory  data  above  would  sus¬ 
tain  this  conclusion  is  beside  the  point.  For 
here  there  is  laboratory  data  and  observa¬ 
tional  data,  and  in  addition,  a  scientific 
hypothesis,  which  might  explain  the  phe¬ 
nomenon." 

B.  Benefits — 1.  Cotton.  I  am  convinced  by 
the  evidence  that  continued  use  of  DDT  is 
not  necessary  to  Insure  an  adequate  supply 
of  cotton  at  a  reasonable  cost.  Only  38  per¬ 
cent  of  cotton-producing  acreage  is  treated 
with  DDT,  although  the  approximately 
10,277,258  pounds  used  in  cotton  production 
is  a  substantial  volume  of  DDT  and  accounts 
for  most  of  its  use.  The  record  contains 
testimony  by  witnesses  called  by  registrants 
and  USDA  attesting  to  the  efficacy  of  or- 
ganophosphate  chemicals  as  substitutes  for 
DDT  and,  long-range,  the  viability  of  pest 
management  methods,  such  as  the  diapause 
program.  At  present  most  areas  that  use 
DDT  combine  it  with  an  organophosphate 
and  toxaphene  in  a  4-2-1  mixture  (4  lbs. 
toxaphene,  2  DDT,  1  methyl  parathion). 
Some  areas,  however,  according  to  the  testi¬ 
mony,  which  normally  use  DDT  occasionally 
apply  concentrated  methyl  parathion  in  a 
4-pound  mixture. 

There  is  evidence  that  organophosphates 
would  not  raise  costs  to  the  farmer  and 
might.  Indeed,  be  cheaper.  Any  suggestion 
that  the  organophosphates  are  not  eco¬ 
nomically  viable  cannot  be  maintained  in 
face  of  the  undisputed  evidence  that  cotton 
continues  to  be  tenable  crop  in  Arkansas  and 
Texas  where  DDT  use  has  declined."  There  is 


“The  chief  witness  Introduced  to  rebut 
Drs.  Risebrough,  Hickey,  and  Cade  was  a 
graduate  student  with  limited  training  in 
statistical  analysis.  In  view  of  the  credentials 
of  EDF’s  witnesses — Dr.  Hickey,  Professor 
of  Wildlife  Ecology  at  College  of  Agricul¬ 
ture,  University  of  Wisconsin;  Dr.  Rise¬ 
brough,  Associate  Ecologist,  University  of 
California  at  Berkeley;  and  Dr.  Cade,  Pro¬ 
fessor  of  Zoology  at  Cornell  and  Research 
Director  of  Cornell  Ornithology  Laboratory — 
I  cannot  credit  this  attempt  at  rebuttal. 

The  Hearing  Examiner  apparently  resolved 
the  confiict  in  the  evidence  by  concluding 
that  “there  was  no  evidence  that  DDT  was 
the  only  factor  in  a  decline  of  bird  popula¬ 
tions  •  •  •”  and  that  no  evidence  "focused 
Its  direct  thrust  on  damage  to  birds  by  the 
uses  of  DDT  that  are  permitted  under  the 
registrations  in  question.”  Examiner’s  Re¬ 
port.  70-71.  In  view  of  DDT’s  persistence  and 
mobility,  evidence  as  to  the  causal  effect 
of  these  uses  was  not  required. 

At  argument  and  by  motion  Group  Peti¬ 
tioners  have  offered  additional  evidence, 
some  of  which  bears  on  the  issue  of  eggshell 
thinning.  I  have  granted  that  motion  and 
considered  all  that  data. 

"’The  parties  have  referred  neither  in 
briefs  nor  argument  to  testimony  or  ex¬ 
hibits  describing  in  detail  the  economics  of 
cotton  production  or  substitutes.  There  is 
general  testimony  that  cotton  producers  re¬ 
ceive  a  per  bushel  subsidy  and  that  this 
(Footnote  24  continued  on  next  page) 
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also  testimony  In  the  record  to  the  effect  that 
methyl  parathion  costs  less  per  application 
than  the  DDT-toxaphene  formula.  Ncn-  are 
the  testimony  and  exhibits  that  show  cotton 
Insects  develop  resistance  to  organc^hos- 
phate  chemicals  to  the  point.  The  very  same 
exhibits  make  clear  that  DOT  Is  also  subject 
to  resistance.* 

Group  Petitioners  and  USDA,  while  not 
disputing  the  lesser  persistence  of  organo- 
phosphates,  have  stressed  their  demonstrated 
acute  toxicity.  While  they  are  toxic  to  bene¬ 
ficial  soil  Insects  and  non-target  species,  par¬ 
ticularly  birds  alighting  on  treated  fields, 
these  organophosphates  break  down  more 
readily  than  DDT.  They  apparently  are  not 
transported  In  their  toxic  state  to  remote 
areas,  unlike  DDT  which  has  been  found 
far  from  treated  areas,  and  consequently 
do  not  pose  the  same  magnitude  of  risk 
to  the  aquasphere.  Both  testimony  and  ex¬ 
hibits  also  demonstrate  that  organophos¬ 
phates  are  less  acutely  toxic  to  aquatic  life, 
although  different  compounds  have  different 
toxlcitles.  The  effect  of  organc^hosphates 
on  non-target  terrestrial  life  can,  unlike  the 
effects  of  DDT,  also  be  minimized  by  prudent 
use.  Application  In  known  nesting  areas  for 
rare  w  extinct  birds  can  be  avoided. 

2.  Other  crop  and  produce  uses.  The  testi¬ 
mony  of  record,  while  sparse,  shows  that 
registered  alternatives,  primarily  organo- 
phosphates,  exist  for  all  other  crop  and 
ornamental  uses  of  DDT,  except  for  storage 
use  on  sweet  potatoes  to  control  weevils,  on 
heavy  corn  borer  Infestations  of  green  pep¬ 
pers,  and  perhaps  onions.* 

3.  Noncrop  uses.  In  addition  to  the  regis¬ 
trations  for  use  on  crops  and  in  nurseries, 
several  registrations  for  noncrop  uses  are  also 
in  Issue.  Admission  11  lists  “public  health 
pests — bats  and  rodents.”  “Agricultural, 


** — Continued. 

subsidy  Is  the  difference  between  profit  and 
break-even.  It  is  not  clear  whether  or  not 
break-even  Includes  a  return  to  the  farm 
owner  In  terms  of  salary  or  return  on  his 
Investment.  While  some  evidence  suggests 
that  organophosphates  are  more  costly,  be¬ 
cause  of  higher  price  and  the  need  for  re¬ 
peated  applications  In  concentrated  quanti¬ 
ties,  there  Is  little  to  suggest  that  the  pos¬ 
sible  increased  variable  cost  from  use  of 
organophosphates  would  be  a  disincentive 
to  producers.  Indeed,  with  subsidies  it  Is  not 
clear  what  rate  of  return  a  cotton  producer 
receives  f<x  Invested  capital.  There  was  a 
reference  made  to  an  unidentified  study 
showing  that  the  cost  of  using  substitutes 
would  involve  $15  million.  This  figure  alone 
has  no  meaning.  While  later  testimony  sug¬ 
gests  that  elimination  of  DDT  would  In¬ 
crease  variable  costs  per  acre  by  5  percent, 
this,  too.  Is  of  limited  significance  since  the 
record  does  not  relate  It  to  the  support  pro¬ 
gram  and  the  study  looked  at  only  a  llirfited 
area. 

*I  cannot  accept  the  suggestion  that  we 
should  continue  to  use  DDT  until  It  Is  good 
to  the  very  last  drop.  Whatever  the  long¬ 
term  efficacy  of  the  organc^hosphates  the 
fact  remains  that  they  generally  work.  While 
the  fact  of  Insect  resistance  Is  Important 
and  undersctms  the  need  for  retaining  a 
variety  of  chemicals  or  methods  to  manage 
the  same  pest  problem,  this  fact  does  not 
Justify  an  avoidable  use  of  a  harmfxU 
chemical. 

**Toxaphene  and  dlazlnon  are  registered 
for  control  of  cutworms  but  it  is  not  clear 
from  the  record  as  to  whether  or  not  these 
chemicals  are  registered  or  effective  to  con¬ 
trol  cutworm  Infestations  on  onions.  While 
none  of  the  parties  have  pointed  to  helpful 
evidence  In  connection  with  use  for  con¬ 
trolling  cutworms  on  onions  and  weevils  on 
stored  sweet  potatoes,  I  have  taken  Judicial 
notice  of  the  nonexistence  of  registered 
alternatives. 


NOTICES 

Health  and  Quarantine  Treatments  in 
Emergencies  as  Recommended  by  and  Under 
Direction  of  State-Federal  Officials”  and 
“fabric  treatment”  by  the  military. 

The  record  is  not,  unfortunately,  well  de¬ 
veloped  as  to  the  scope  or  method  of  applica¬ 
tion  for  these  uses  nor  as  to  the  overall 
volume  applied  for  these  purposes.  While  use 
few  bat  and  mice  control  Is  characterized  In 
Admission  11  as  a  “public  health  use,”  ap¬ 
plication  for  these  purposes  Is  not  supervised 
by  public  health  officials.  The  briefs  suggest 
that  use  for  control  of  bats  and  mice  is  a 
proprietary  use  by  the  military,  even  though  a 
private  pest  control  operator  testified  that 
use  for  bats  was  considered  essential  by  pri¬ 
vate  operators.*  With  respect  to  “Agricultural 
and  Quarantine”  uses  It  Is  difficult  to  deter¬ 
mine  to  what  extent  cq>pllcations  are  for 
health  purposes  or  for  nuisance  prevention. 

With  respect  to  all  of  these  uses,  both  for 
public  health  programs  and  proprietary  use, 
alternatives  do  exist.  The  Public  Health  Serv¬ 
ice  testified  that  DDT  Is  no  longer  the  chemi¬ 
cal  of  choice  for  controlling  disease  vectors. 
As  for  mice,  warfarin  Is  used  effectively,  and 
fumigation  and  nonchemical  means  are  avail¬ 
able  for  use  on  bats.  Colonel  Fowler  testified 
that  the  military  has  not  used  DDT  In  this 
country  for  2  years  for  mothproofing  pur¬ 
poses  and  stated  that  he  was  aware  of 
alternatives. 

C.  Weight  to  be  accorded  the  examiner’s 
opinion.  In  reaching  the  factual  conclusions 
set  forth  In  the  preceding  sections,  I  have 
been  mindful  of  Group  Petitioners’  argu¬ 
ment,  stressed  In  their  briefs  and  at  oral 
argument,  that  the  Hearing  Examiner’s  find¬ 
ings  deserve  particular  deference  In  view  of 
his  oj^rtunlty  to  resolve  contradictions  in 
testimony  based  on  demeanor  evidence. 

Nowhere  does  the  Examiner  state  that  his 
conclusions  were  based  on  credibility 
choices.**  Whatever  extra  weight,  then,  that 
might  be  due  findings  based  expressly  on  a 
credibility  Judgment  is  not  iq>propriate  In 
the  case  before  me.  See,  e.g.,  NLRB  v.  Dinlon 
CoU  Co.,  201  F.  2d  484  (2d  Clr.  1952)  where 
the  Elxaminer’s  report  set  forth  his  assess¬ 
ment  of  the  witnesses’  credibility.* 

IV.  The  application  of  the  risk-benefit  test 
to  the  facts  of  record  Is,  by  no  means,  simple. 
We  have  noted  In  our  statement  of  March  18, 
1971,  that  the  variables  are  numerous.  It 
should  also  be  borne  In  mind  that  the  varia¬ 
bles  are  not  static  In  point  of  time.  As  build¬ 
up  of  a  chemical  occurs  or  Is  detected  in  the 
environment,  risk  Increases.  Indeed,  It  may 
be  that  the  same  tendency  of  a  chemical  to 
persist  or  build  up  In  the  food  chain  Is 
present  but  not  known  about  substitute 
chemicals.  It  may  also  be  that  circumspect 


*’rhe  only  evidence  as  to  the  amount  of 
DDT  used  for  these  purposes  was  given  by 
Col.  Fowler,  who  said  the  total  used  by  the 
military  for  bat  and  mouse  control  Is  ap¬ 
proximately  800-900  pounds. 

» During  oral  argument  counsel  admitted 
that  the  Examiner’s  report  did  not  purport  to 
make  findings  based  on  credibility  of  wit¬ 
nesses,  nor  could  be  point  to  findings  which 
might  be  explained  in  light  of  a  credibility 
contest.  (Transcript  of  Argument,  p.  96-98.) 
The  basic  questions  of  fact  In  this  case,  the 
hazard  to  man  and  the  environment,  were 
cast  and  resolved  by  the  Examiner  as  “con¬ 
clusions  of  law.” 

“The  precedents,  moreover,  make  clear 
that  the  Agency  Is  free  to  make  Its  own  find¬ 
ings  and  that  the  Examiner’s  findings  and  re¬ 
port  only  comprise  peut  of  the  record  which 
a  court  will  then  evaluate.  FCC  v.  Allentown 
Broadcasting  Corp.,  349  UB.  358  (1955);  Uni¬ 
versal  Camara  Corp.  v.  NLRB,  340  UB.  474 
(1951).  Even  where  an  Examlno-’s  findings 
are  based  on  credlbUlty.  the  Agency  may 
reach  a  contrary  conclusion.  See  TOC  v. 
Allentown  Broadcasthag  Cerp..  supra. 


application  of  a  chemical  in  limited  quan¬ 
tities  for  those  uses  most  necessary  changes 
the  benefit-risk  coefficients  so  as  to  tilt  the 
scales  differently  than  when  we  weigh  aggre¬ 
gate  use  for  all  purposes  against  aggregate 
benefits.  See  generally  EDF  v.  EPA  (opinion 
of  Judge  Leventhal) ,  supra. 

A.  Burden  of  proof.  ’The  crux  of  a  cancella¬ 
tion  proceeding  Is  the  safety  of  the  product 
when  used  as  directed  or  in  accordance  with 
“commonly  recognized  practice.”  Stearns 
Phosphorus  Paste  Co.  v.  EPA,  supra.  This, 
simply  stated,  means  that  this  Agency  has 
the  burden  of  going  forward  to  establish 
those  risks  which  It  believes  to  require  can¬ 
cellation.**  In  addition,  an  affirmative  aspect 
of  the  Agency’s  case  should  be  the  availabil¬ 
ity  of  preferable  substitute  means  of  con¬ 
trolling  the  pests  that  are  controlled  by  the 
canceled  chemical  where  the  Agency  Is  rely¬ 
ing  on  this  fact  to  establish  that  risks  out¬ 
weigh  benefits.”  Evidence  showing  the  avail¬ 
ability  of  a  registered  chemical  or  other 
means  of  control  which  this  Agency’s  Pesti¬ 
cides  Office  Is  prepared  to  recommend  as  a 
substitute  at  that  point  in  time,  coupled  with 
the  Agency’s  proof  on  risk,  makes  out  an 
affirmative  case.** 

The  burden  of  rebuttal  then  falls  on  reg¬ 
istrants  or  users.  They  may  either  seek  to  ne¬ 
gate  the  proof  on  risks  either  by  rebutting 
the  basic  scientific  data  or  by  showing  that 
a  particular  use  Is  so  limited  as  not  to  en- 


»*  The  legislative  history  of  FIFRA,  Judicial 
decisions  and  Agency  pronouncements  all 
state  that  the  “burden  of  proof”  remains  on 
the  registrant  to  demonstrate  that  his  prod¬ 
uct  satisfies  the  requirements  for  registration 
under  the  Act.  See  S.  Rept.  573  at  5  (88th 
Cong.,  first  sess.,  1963);  H.  Rept.  1125  at  4 
(88th  Cong.,  first  sess.,  1963) ;  EDF  v.  EPA, 
supra;  EDF  v.  Ruckelshaus,  supra;  Statement 
of  Reasons,  Mar.  18,  1971.  There  has,  unfor¬ 
tunately,  been  a  great  deal  of  misunder¬ 
standing  concerning  these  statements.  Sim¬ 
ply  stated,  the  biuden  of  proof  referred  to  by 
the  legislative  history  is  the  burden  of  per¬ 
suasion  which  requires  a  party  to  establish 
the  existence  of  primary  facts.  It  should  not 
be  confused  with  the  burden  of  going  for¬ 
ward  which  Is  generally  a  rule  to  establish 
the  order  for  the  presentation  of  evidence. 
The  burden  of  going  forward  may,  however, 
have  substantive  consequences.  Where  a  party 
which  has  the  burden  of  going  forward  falls 
to  satisfy  that  burden,  the  facts  will  be  de¬ 
cided  against  him,  even  though  the  other 
party  may  have  been  responsible  for  the 
burden  of  persuasion. 

While  In  most  legal  proceedings  the  party 
which  has  the  burden  of  going  forward  bears 
the  burden  of  persuasion,  this  Is  not  neces¬ 
sarily  the  case.  On  some  Issues,  like  con¬ 
tributory  negligence  In  some  Jurisdictions,  It 
may  be  that  once  one  party  has  Introduced 
evidence  to  put  the  Issue  In  the  case,  the 
other  party  bears  the  burden  of  persuasion 
on  that  point.  In  a  FIFRA  cancellation  hear¬ 
ing  the  proponent  of  cancellation  bears  the 
burden  of  going  forward,  but  does  not  bear 
the  burden  of  persuasion. 

“While  a  mere  showing  of  a  high  degree 
of  risk  would  make  out  a  prima  facie  case  for 
cancellation,  where  the  Agency  Is  relying  on 
the  existence  of  an  alternative  rather  than 
simply  a  showing  of  risk.  It  should,  as  here, 
present  Its  own  witnesses. 

**  This  hearing  was  conducted  under  rules 
which  have  since  been  amended.  (See  37  FJl. 
9476  (May  11,  1972)).  Under  the  Agency’s 
former  rules  registrsmts  proceeded  first  at  the 
hearing.  This  order  of  presentation,  which  Is 
now  changed,  was  not  prejudicial  In  this  case. 
’The  Agency  more  than  discharged  Its  burden 
to  put  on  a  prima  facie  case.  Registrants  bad 
an  ample  opportunity  for  rebuttal.  At  worst 
this  Inverted  presentation  unnecessarily  pro¬ 
tracted  the  hearing. 
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gender  the  risks  from  widespread  use  of  the 
chemical.  They  can  also  seek  to  estahllsh  ag¬ 
gregate  benefits.  Where,  as  here,  the  exist¬ 
ence  of  ailtematlves  bears  on  the  benefit  of 
the  chemical  under  review  they  may  choose 
to  show  nonvlablllty  of  altmiatlves,  either 
for  general  substitution  or  In  a  particular  ge¬ 
ographical  region."  They  may  also  seek  to 
show  the  nondeslrablllty  (or  risks)  of  the 
alternative  If  they  disagree  with  the  staff 
judgment  of  this  Agency. 

B.  Application  of  risk-benefit  to  crop  uses 
of  DDT.  The  Agency  and  EDP  have  estab¬ 
lished  that  DDT  is  toxic  to  nontarget  insects 
and  animals,  persistent,  mobile,  and  trans¬ 
ferable  and  that  it  builds  up  In  the  food 
chain.  No  label  directions  for  use  can  com¬ 
pletely  prevent  these  hazards.  In  short,  they 
have  established  at  the  very  least  the  risk  of 
the  unknown.  That  risk  Is  compounded 
where,  as  Is  the  case  with  DDT,  man  and 
animals  tend  to  accumulate  and  store  the 
chemical."  These  facts  alone  constitute  risks 
that  are  unjustified  where  apparently  safer 
alternatives  exist  to  achieve  the  same  bene¬ 
fit.  Where,  however,  there  Is  a  demonstrated 
laboratory  relationship  between  the  chemi¬ 
cal  and  toxic  effects  In  man  or  animals,  this 
risk  Is,  generally  speaking,  rendered  even 
more  unacceptable,  if  alternatives  exist. 
In  the  case  before  us  the  risk  to  hviman 
health  from  using  DDT  cannot  be  dls- 
coimted.  While  these  risks  might  be  accep¬ 
table  were  we  forced  to  use  DDT,  they  are 
not  so  trivial  that  we  can  be  Indifferent  to 
assuming  them  unnecessarily. 

The  evidence  of  record  showing  storage  in 
man  and  magnification  in  the  food  chain  is  a 
warning  to  the  prudent  that  man  may  be  ex¬ 
posing  himself  to  a  substance  that  may  ulti¬ 
mately  have  a  serious  effect  on  his  health. 

As  Judge  Leventhal  recently  pointed  out, 
cancer  is  a  “sensitive  and  fright-laden’’  mat¬ 
ter  and  noted  earlier  In  his  opinion  that 
carcinogenic  effects  are  "generally  cumula¬ 
tive  and  irreversible  when  discovered.”  EDF 
V.  E^A,  Slip  Op.  at  12  and  16.  The  possi¬ 
bility  that  DDT  Is  a  carcinogen  is  at  present 
remote  and  unquantlfiable;  but  if  it  is  not 
a  siren  to  panic.  It  is  a  semaphore  which 
suggests  that  an  Identifiable  public  benefit 
is  required  to  justify  continued  use  of  DDT. 
Where  one  chemical  tests  tumorigenlc  In  a 
laboratory  and  one  does  not.  and  both  accom¬ 
plish  the  same  task,  the  latter  is  to  be  pre¬ 
ferred,  absent  some  extenuating  circum¬ 
stances. 

The  risks  to  the  environment  from  con¬ 
tinued  use  of  DDT  are  more  clearly  estab¬ 
lished.  There  is  no  doubt  that  DDT  runoff 
can  cause  contamination  of  waters  and  given 
Its  propensity  to  volatilize  and  disperse  dur¬ 
ing  application,  there  Is  no  assurance  that 
curtailed  usage  on  the  order  of  12  million 
pounds  per  year  will  not  continue  to  affect 
widespread  areas  beyond  the  location  of  ap¬ 
plication.  The  Agency  staff  established,  as 
well,  the  existence  of  acceptable  substitutes 
for  all  crop  uses  of  DDT  except  on  onions 
and  sweet  potatoes  In  storage  and  green 
peppers. 

R^strants  attempted  but  failed  to  sur¬ 
mount  the  evidence  of  established  risks  and 
the  existence  of  substitutes  by  arguing  that 


“  Where  there  Is  a  generally  viable  substi¬ 
tute,  which  will  Insure  an  adequate  crop 
supply,  the  nonvlablllty  of  the  alternative  In 
a  particular  area  will  bear  on  the  advisability 
of  a  transition  period.  See  part  IV,  infra. 

“In  enacting  the  present  law  one  of  the 
greatest  concerns  expressed  to  Congress  was 
the  risk  of  the  unknovm.  See  statement  of 
Congressman  Dlngell.  Hearings  before  the 
Subcommittee  on  Departmental  Oversight 
and  Consumer  Relations  of  the  House  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Agriculture,  at  39  (88th  Cong., 
first  sess.,  1963). 
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the  buildup  of  DDT  in  the  environment  and 
its  migration  to  remote  areas  has  resulted 
from  past  uses  and  misuses.  There  is,  how¬ 
ever,  no  persuasive  evidence  of  record  to  show 
that  the  aggregate  voliune  of  use  of  DDT 
for  all  uses  in  question,  given  the  method 
of  application,  will  not  result  in  continuing 
dispersal  and  buildup  In  the  environment 
and  thus  add  to  or  maintain  the  stress  on 
the  environment  resulting  from  past  use. 
The  Department  of  Agrlciilture  has,  for  Its 
part,  emphasized  DDT’s  low  acute  toxicity  In 
comparison  to  that  of  alternative  chemicals 
and  thus  tried  to  make  the  risk  and  benefit 
equation  balance  out  favorably  for  the  con¬ 
tinued  use  of  DDT.  While  the  acute  toxicity 
of  methyl  parathion  must,  in  the  short  run, 
be  taken  Into  account,  see  infra,  it  does  not 
justify  continued  use  of  DDT  on  a  long-term 
basis.  Where  a  chemical  can  be  safely  used 
If  label  directions  are  followed,  a  producer 
cannot  avoid  the  risk  of  his  own  negligence 
by  exposing  third  parties  and  the  environ¬ 
ment  to  a  long-term  hazard. 

Accordingly,  all  crc^  uses  of  DDT  are  here¬ 
by  canceled  except  for  application  to  onions 
for  control  of  cutworm,  weevils  on  stored 
sweet  potatoes,  and  sweet  peppers.  Shipments 
of  DDT  labeled  for  those  uses  may  continue 
on  terms  set  forth  In  Part  V-A.  We  defer  to 
Part  V-B,  infra,  consideration  of  the  proper 
timing  of  cancellation  of  other  uses  In  light 
of  the  short-run  dangers  of  switching  to  the 
use  of  organophosphates  without  providing 
training.* 

C.  Application  of  risk-benefit  to  noncrop 
uses.  There  remains  the  question  of  the  dis¬ 
position  on  the  registered  health  and  Gov¬ 
ernment  uses  and  other  noncrop  uses  of 
DDT.  It  should  be  emphasized  that  these 
hearings  have  never  Involved  the  use  of  DDT 
by  other  nations  In  their  health  control  pro¬ 
grams.  As  we  said  In  our  DDT  statement  of 
March  1971,  "this  Agency  will  not  presume 
to  regulate  the  felt  necessities  of  other 
countries.”  Statement,  at  8.  Indeed,  the 
PIFRA  does  not  apply  to  exports.  Section  7, 
7  UB.C.  section  135  (1972). 

Given  the  alternatives  for  mothproofing 
and  control  of  bats  and  mice — proprietary 
governmental  uses  of  DDT — I  am  persuaded 
that  the  benefits  are  even  more  de  minimis 
than  the  risks.  On  the  other  hand,  public 
health  and  quarantine  programs  fall  Into  a 
wholly  separate  category.  See  EDF  v. 
Ruckelshaus,  439  F.  2d  at  594;  DDT  State¬ 
ment  of  Reasons  at  11. 

While  alternatives  also  exist  for  use  in 
public  health  quarantine  programs  and.  In 
most  instances,  DDT  Is  no  longer  the  yeoman 
chemical,  I  believe  that  It  would  be  \mwise 
to  restrict  knowledgeable  public  officials  to 
the  choice  of  one  or  two  chemicals.  Like  a 
physician,  the  public  official  must  have  an 


"Registrants  adduced  considerable  testi¬ 
mony  on  the  effects  of  organophosphates  on 
nontarget  species.  Sevln,  It  appears,  Is  highly 
toxic  to  bees  and  most  witnesses  agreed  that 
the  organophosphates  were  toxic  to  nontar¬ 
get  animals,  usually  birds  and  Insect  life, 
present  when  a  field  is  sprayed.  TThe  present 
evidence  demonstrates,  however,  that  these 
organophosphate  compounds  are  less  “per¬ 
sistent,”  and  thus  do  not  leach  or  erode  into 
waters  or  collect  In  the  human  food  chain. 
While  it  may  be  that  In  time  the  familiar 
phrase  “familiarity  breeds  contempt”  will 
apply,  as  we  learn  more  about  these  com¬ 
pounds,  they  appear  not  to  present  a  long- 
range  hazard  to  man  or  aquatic  areas.  Where 
registrants  have  scored.  Is  by  demonstrating 
the  acute  toxicity  of  methyl  parathion  which 
Is  the  primary  alternative  chemical  for  many 
of  the  crop  uses  In  question.  That  fact  does 
not,  however,  alter  the  long-term  balance 
between  the  risks  and  benefits.  In'  view  of 
the  nonpersistence  of  the  organophosphates. 
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ample  arsenal  for  the  combat  of  disease  and 
Infestation. 

I  cannot,  however,  be  Indifferent  to  the 
fact  that  the  record  suggests  that  “health 
and  quarantine”  uses  have.  In  the  past,  ap¬ 
parently  included  proprietary  uses  by  gov¬ 
ernment.  Nor  can  I  be  complacent  about 
nonsupervlsed  use  for  these  purposes  by 
private  citizens.  I  am,  accordingly,  requiring 
a  label  which  will  restrain  indiscriminate  use 
of  DDT  for  a  wide  variety  of  purposes  under 
the  rubric  of  official  use.  That  label  language 
Is  set  forth  In  the  order  accompanying  this 
opinion,  and  is  designed  to  restrict  shipment 
of  DDT  only  to  U.S.  Government  officials  and 
State  health  departments  who  will  be 
knowledgeable  as  to  the  most  effective  means 
for  control  and  mindful  of  the  risks  of  using 
DDT.  Thus,  on  an  appllcatlon-by-applica- 
tlon  basis  for  necessary  health  and  quaran¬ 
tine  purposes,  the  benefits  will  be  maximized 
and  outweigh  the  risks.*  Cf.  42  tJ.S.C.  sec¬ 
tion  4332  (1971)  which  requires  an  environ¬ 
mental  impact  statement  on  ongoing  official 
programs. 

V.  I  turn  now  to  the  disposition  of  these 
dockets  in  light  of  the  foregoing  principles. 
At  the  outset  It  should  be  noted  that  recent 
judicial  decisions  have  urged  this  Agency 
to  use  Its  "flexlbUlty,  In  both  final  decisions 
and  suspension  orders,  to  differentiate  be¬ 
tween  uses  of  the  product.”  (See  EHDF  v.  EPA 
(opinion  of  Judge  Leventhal),  supra,  at  20), 
and  reminded  us  that  creative  adaptability 
Is  the  keystone  of  a  workable  regulatory 
process.  Cf.  SEC  v.  National  Securities,  Inc., 
393  UH.  453,  463  (1969).  EDF  V.  EPA.  while 
discussing  suspension,  serves  as  a  beacon  In 
this  regard,  suggesting  that  registration 
be  continued  selectively,  taking  Into  account 
“restrictions  on  kinds  and  extent  of  use.” 
Id.  at  23.  Bearing  these  principles  In  mind. 
I  turn  first  to  the  form  and  shape  our  orders 
should  take. 

A.  Disposition  as  to  onions,  stored  sweet 
potatoes,  and  sweet  peppers.  There  is  evi¬ 
dence  that  DDT  Is  the  only  useful  chemical 
for  controlling  heavy  com  borer  Infestations 
which  attack  green  peppers  In  the  Del  Marva 
Peninsula.  The  record  shows  that  about 
13,600  pounds  of  DDT  are  used  regularly  as 
a  ground  application  for  prophylactic  pur¬ 
poses.  Sevln,  guthlon,  and  phosphamldon 
can,  however,  be  used  at  less  than  30  percent 
infestation.  Del  Marva  produces  less  than  6 
percent  of  the  nation’s  sweet  peppers  and 
other  crops  can  be  profitably  produced.  The 
Agency  staff  has  conceded  In  Its  April  15 
brief  in  support  of  proposed  findings,  con¬ 
clusions,  and  order  that  this  use  of  DDT 
“comes  closest— of  all  the  uses  In  Issue — 
to  being  necessary  In  the  sense  that  no  real 
alternative  Insect  control  method  exists  un¬ 
der  certain  conditions.”  (Brief,  at  93.) 

’The  evidence  concerning  use  of  DDT  to 
control  cutworms  Is  less  clear  cut.  Appar¬ 
ently  cutworm  Infestations  In  the  North¬ 
west  are  sporadic  and  localized.  While  It 
would  appear  that  other  chemicals  could  be 
used  to  control  cutworm  Infestations  on 


"  The  use  of  DDT  In  Topodde,  a  prescrip¬ 
tion  drug.  Is  regulated  by  both  the  Food  and 
Drug  Administration  and  this  Agency.  The 
alternative,  Kwell,  Is  a  lindane  product.  I 
am,  however,  taking  judicial  notice  of  the 
fact  that  lindane  registrations  are  presently 
under  review  by  this  Agency’s  Peetlcldes 
Office  and  several  uses  of  lindane  have,  in  the 
past,  been  the  subject  of  cancellation  pro¬ 
ceedings.  See  In  Re  Harl  Karl  Lindane,  supra. 
I  am  not  prepared  to  judge  on  this  record 
whether  or  not  the  risk  to  the  environment 
and  the  public  at  large  from  DDT  shampoo 
Is  greater  than  from  lindane  shampoo.  As  for 
the  direct  effects  on  the  user  of  the  drug,  this 
matter  Is  for  FDA  and  the  prescribing 
phjralclan. 
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onions  as  with  peanuts,  none  are  apparently 
registered.  No  party  has  cited  evidence  of 
record  showing  what  percent  of  the  onion- 
producing  acreage  would  be  affected  by  a 
cancellation  of  DDT. 

The  evidence  with  respect  to  use  of  DDT 
as  a  “dip”  to  protect  stored  sweet  potatoes 
against  weevil  infestation  is  even  spottier. 
Neither  counsel  for  the  parties  nor  our  re¬ 
search  has  pointed  us  to  evidence  of  record 
showing  the  precise  volume  of  DDT  use  for 
this  purpose,  its  likely  effect  on  the  envi¬ 
ronment,  or  the  degree  of  loss  that  might  be 
sustained  by  producers. 

While  it  would  be  far  easier  simply  to 
cancel  or  not  cancel  the  registrations  for 
these  uses,  I  believe  that  environmental 
problems  should  be  parsed  with  a  scalpel, 
not  a  hacksaw.  While  EfflF  and  my  own  staff 
urge  cancellation,  on  the  ground  that  pro¬ 
ducers  can  easily  shift  to  producing  differ¬ 
ent  crops,  there  is  no  evidence  as  to  how  long 
such  transition  might  require.  Moreover,  it 
may  be  that  continued  use  of  a  limited  vol¬ 
ume  of  DDT  in  these  few  areas,  taken  in 
conjunction  with  aggregate  volume  of  use 
for  other  purposes,  like  health,  present  no 
risk  to  the  environment.  Obviously  much  of 
the  stress  on  the  “global”  environment  is 
reduced  by  curtailing  overall  volume  of  usage 
and  we  must  then  estimate  the  Impact  of 
use,  both  on  the  environment  as  a  whole, 
and  the  local  surroundings.  Lastly,  it  may 
well  be  relevant  to  examine  the  impact  on 
overall  supply  of  a  commodity.  Even  though 
peppers,  onions,  and  sweet  potatoes  may  not 
be  food  “staples,”  it  may  be  that  the  other 
acreage  is  not  suited  for  producing  these 
crops.  In  that  event,  it  will  be  necessary  to 
determine  whether  or  not  supplies  will  sat¬ 
isfy  demand,  and  whether  or  not  a  transition 
period  should  be  fixed  to  permit  a  market 
adjustment." 

It  follows  that  additional  evidence  is  re¬ 
quired  to  determine  the  answers  to  these 
questions.  In  the  Interim  the  cancellation 
orders  will  remain  in  effect,  subject  to  regis¬ 
trants  or  users  petitioning  to  present  addi¬ 
tional  evidence.  In  that  event,  a  stay  OTder 
will  issue  pending  the  determination  on 
remand.  If  these  users  or  registrants  can 
demonstrate  that  a  produce  shortage  will  re¬ 
sult  and  their  particular  use  of  DDT,  taken 
with  other  uses,  does  not  create  undue  stress 
on  the  general  or  local  environment,  par¬ 
ticularly  the  aquasphere,  cancellation  should 
be  lifted.  If  no  produce  shortage  will  result 
because  other  acreage  is  suitable  for  these 
crops,  it  shall  still  be  open  to  demonstrate 
that  a  transitional  period  is  required  for 
switching  to  new  crops.  If  the  interim  use  of 
DDT  does  not  constitute  an  environmental 
risk,  final  orders  of  cancellation  for  these  uses 
will  be  deferred  until  the  transition  can  be 
accomplished,  provided  assurances  are  re¬ 
ceived  at  the  hearing  that  formulators  and 
users  will  not  permit  bootlegging. 

B.  The  switch  to  methyl  parathion.  The 
need  for  a  transition  period  arises  also  in  con¬ 
nection  with  those  uses  that  are  being 
canceled  based  on  the  existence  of  methyl 
parathion. 

The  record  before  me  leaves  no  doubt  that 
the  chief  substitute  for  most  uses  of  DDT, 
methyl  parathion,  is  a  highly  toxic  chemical 
and,  if  misused,  is  dangerous  to  applicators." 


"It  is  a  recognized  policy  of  common  law 
nuisance  and  also  of  Federal  environmental 
legislation  to  afford  affected  producers  a 
transitional  period  for  implementing  new 
requirements. 

"Not  all  of  the  possible  substitutes  for 
DDT  are  equally  potent.  For  example,  trl- 
chlmofon,  monocrotophos,  malathlon,  and 
carbaryl,  among  others,  are  available  to  con¬ 
trol  many  cotton  pests;  carbaryl  is  an  all¬ 
purpose  chemical  for  most  cotton  pests.  It  is, 
however,  abundantly  clear  that  methyl  para¬ 
thion  will  be  widely  used. 


This  was  the  virtually  unanimous  opinion 
of  all  the  witnesses.  The  introduction  into 
use  of  organophosphates  has,  in  the  past, 
caused  deaths  among  users  who  are  un¬ 
trained  in  their  application  and  the  testi¬ 
mony  and  exhibits  of  record  point  to  the  un- 
happy  experience  of  several  years  ago  where 
four  deaths  occurred  at  the  time  methyl 
parathion  began  to  be  used  on  tobacco  crops. 
Other  testimony  noted  the  Increase  in  non- 
fatal  accidents  and  attributed  almost  one- 
half  reported  pesticide  poisonings  to  the 
organophosphate  group.  A  survey  conducted 
after  the  organophosphates  began  to  replace 
chlorinated  hydrocarbons  in  Texas  suggests 
a  significantly  Increased  incidence  of  poison¬ 
ings. 

That  the  skilled  and  trained  user  may 
apply  organophosphates  with  complete  safety 
is  of  comfort  only  if  there  is  an  orderly  tran¬ 
sition  from  DDT  to  methyl  parathion  so  as  to 
train  workers  now  untutored  in  the  ways 
of  proper  use. 

I  am  accordingly  making  this  order  effec¬ 
tive  as  of  December  31,  1972,  Insofar  as  the 
cancellations  of  any  particular  use  is  pre¬ 
dicated  on  the  availability  of  methyl  para¬ 
thion  as  a  substitute.  In  the  months  that 
follow  the  Department  of  Agriculture  and 
State  extension  services  and  representatives 
of  EPA  will  have  time  to  begin  educating 
those  workers  who  will  have  to  use  methyl 
parathion  in  future  growing  seasons.  Such  a 
program  can  also  introduce  farmers  to  the 
less  acutely  toxic  organophosphates.  like 
carbaryl,  which  may  be  satisfactory  for  many 
uses. 

VI.  Far  from  being  inconsistent  with  the 
general  congressional  mandate  of  FIFRA,  a 
period  of  adjustment  to  train  users  of  methyl 
parathion  or  permit  a  needed  transition 
where  no  substitutes  exist  is  a  logical  out¬ 
growth  of  a  sensible  application  of  risk-bene¬ 
fit  analysis.  While  the  legislative  history  does 
not  address  the  specific  problem  before  me — 
the  timing  of  cancellation  orders — the  hear¬ 
ings  that  preceded  the  enactment  of  FIFRA 
indicate  that  congressional  concern  for  safety 
of  the  farmer-user  of  pesticides  was  no  less 
than  Congress’  solicitude  for  the  environ¬ 
ment.  While  Congress  ultimately  struck  a 
balance  that  generally  places  the  risk  of 
negligence  on  the  applicator,  see  Stearns  v. 
EPA,  supra.  It  did  so  in  light  of  assurances 
that  farmers  are  for  their  own  safety  as  well 
as  that  of  the  environment  being  trained 
in  proper  methods  of  application.  See  Hear¬ 
ings  before  the  Subcommittee  on  Depart¬ 
mental  oversight  and  Consumer  Relations 
of  the  House  Committee  on  Agriculture, 
supra,  at  54,  68." 

The  risk-benefit  equation  is  a  dynamic 
one.  Timing  is  a  variable  in  that  equation. 
What  may,  in  the  long  run,  be  necesscuy  to 
protect  the  environment  could  be  a  short¬ 
term  threat  to  human  health.  This  is  exactly 
the  case  before  me  now.  The  benefits  of  using 
organopho^hates  are  a  long-range  benefit 


"At  least  two  courts  have  given  express 
recognition  to  the  similarity  between  the 
regulatory  schemee  in  FIFRA  and  the  Food, 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act.  See  Welford  v. 
Ruckelshaus.  439  F.  2d  598  (D.C.  Clr.  1971); 
Nor-Am  v.  Hardin,  435  F.  2d  1133  (7th  Cir. 
1970)  (en  banc).  I  believe  that  the  trail 
Congress  intended  me  to  follow  is  marked 
by  its  directive  in  section  348  of  the  Food, 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act,  21  UB.C.  section 
348(f)(3)  (1971),  which  permits  the  Secre¬ 
tary  to  set  an  effective  date  for  his  orders. 
While  similar  language  has  not  been  ex¬ 
pressly  Included  in  FIFRA,  its  omission  can 
hardly  be  considered  advertent  in  view  of 
the  legislative  history.  See  S.  Rept.  No.  573 
(88th  Cong.,  first  session  1963);  H.  Rept. 
No.  1125  (88th  Cong.,  second  session  1964). 
The  purpose  of  the  1964  amendments  was  to 
eliminate  registration  imder  protest. 


and  the  risks  of  DDT  result  from  continued 
long-term  use.  In  the  very  short  run,  how¬ 
ever,  the  equation  balances  out  very  differ¬ 
ently.*"  Likewise,  the  prospect  of  dislocation 
which  might  ensue  were  the  use  of  DDT  im¬ 
mediately  halted  where  no  alternatives  exist 
is  a  factor  we  must  reckon  with.  The  major 
environmental  regulatory  statutes,  enacted 
and  pending,  provide  "leadtlme”  for  an 
adjustment  to  new  requirements.** 

While  Impatience  is  understandable  in  view 
of  the  past  history  of  delay,  we  must  not 
be  lulled  into  the  belief  that  longstanding 
problems  can  be  corrected  by  overnight  solu¬ 
tions.  Today’s  decision  provides  a  definitive 
answer  to  the  status  of  DDT  registrations 
and  all  concerned:  to  this  Agency,  farmers, 
manufacturers,  the  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture,  and  extension  services;  all  must  pro¬ 
ceed  with  alacrity  toward  the  Implementation 
of  this  order. 

Factual  Findings 

I.  SCOPE  OF  CASE 

A.  PR  Notices  71-1,  71-3,  71-5  canceled  aU 
registered  uses  of  DDT  and  TDE. 

B.  Appeals  have  been  received  by  31  for¬ 
mulators  who  held  registrations  for  formulat¬ 
ing  DDT  or  TDE.  These  formulators  ap¬ 
peared  at  this  proceeding  by  a  single  counsel. 

C.  Wyco,  Inc.  and  the  Wallerstein  Co.  and 
Stark  Bro’s.  Nurseries  have  also  appeared  by 
separate  counsel. 

D.  ’The  Plant  Regulation  Division  of  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  was  a  party  to 
this  hearing  as  a  registrant  and  the  Depart¬ 
ment  was  an  intervenor  as  to  all  uses. 

E.  £11  Lilly  &  Co.  and  H.  P.  Cannon  &  Sons 
were  parties  to  this  hetudng. 

F.  National  Agricultural  Chemicals  Asso¬ 
ciation;  Environmental  Defense  Fund;  the 
Sierra  Club;  West  Michigan  Environmental 
Action  Counsel:  and  National  Audubon 
Society  are  intervenor  parties. 

Q.  ’The  following  canceled  uses  were  ap¬ 
pealed  and  at  issue  in  this  bearing; 

Crop  Uses 

1.  Cotton. 

2.  Beans  (dry,  lima,  snap) . 

3.  Sweet  potatoes. 

4.  Peanuts. 

5.  Cabbage,  cauliflower,  and  brussels 
sprouts. 

6.  ’Tomatoes. 

7.  Fresh  market  corn. 

8.  Sweet  peppers  and  plmentoes. 

9.  Onions. 

10.  Garlic. 

11.  Commercial  greenhouses. 


*«I  do  not  believe  that  the  Seventh  Cir¬ 
cuit’s  decision  in  Stearns  Phosphorous  Paste 
Co.  V.  EPA,  supra,  precludes  me  from  taking 
into  account  the  short-term  dangers  that 
could  result  from  Increased  use  of  methyl 
parathion  by  untrained  users.  Stearns  holds 
that  a  product  is  not  “misbranded”  simply 
because  it  can  be  highly  dangerous  if  the 
user  is  careless.  This  reasoning  does  not, 
however,  compel  me  to  ignore  the  tendency 
of  human  beings  to  be  negligent  where  we 
are  dealing  with  the  implementation  of  an 
order  that  will  Increase  use  of  a  highly  dan¬ 
gerous  substance.  Even  negligence  can  be 
minimized  by  training. 

**  While  the  Examiner  excluded  from  evi¬ 
dence  a  study  of  the  DDT  problem  for  this 
Agency  undertaken  by  a  Committee  of  the 
National  Academy  of  Sciences,  it  is  appro¬ 
priate  to  note  that  Committee  recommended 
a  phase-out  period  for  the  same  reasons  out¬ 
lined  in  this  opinion.  While  I  reach  my  con¬ 
clusions  without  relying  on  that  report’s 
factual  findings  and  recommendations,  and 
base  them  on  the  record  as  compiled  below, 
I  believe  the  report  was  erroneously  excluded 
from  the  record,  particularly  in  view  of  the 
offer  by  counsel  for  the  Agency  to  produce  a 
committee  member  for  cross-examination. 
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Noncrop  Vaet 

1.  ContrcH  at  bouM  mice  and  bata  (mili¬ 
tary  only). 

2.  Fabric  treatment  (military  only). 

3.  Disease  vectors. 

4.  Quarantine. 

6.  Control  of  body  lice  in  prescription 
drugs. 

n.  CHEMICAL  PROPBUITIES  OF  DDT 

A.  Basic  findings: 

1.  DDT  can  persist  in  soils  for  years  and 
even  decades. 

2.  DDT  can  persist  In  aquatic  ecosystems. 

3.  Because  of  persistence,  DDT  is  subject 
to  transport  from  sites  of  application. 

a.  DDT  can  be  transported  by  drift  dur¬ 
ing  aerial  application. 

b.  DDT  can  vaporize  from  crops  and  sails. 

c.  DDT  can  be  attached  to  eroding  soil 
particles. 

4.  DDT  Is  a  contaminant  of  freshwaters, 
estuaries  and  the  open  ocean,  and  It  Is  diffi¬ 
cult  or  Impossible  to  prevent  DDT  from 
reaching  aquatic  areas  and  topography  non- 
adjacent  and  remote  from  the  site  of 
application. 

B.  Ultimate  finding: 

The  above  factors  constitute  a  risk  to  the 
environment. 

m.  ACTIVITT  IK  FOOD  CHAIK  AND  IMPACT  ON 
ORGANISMS 

A.  Basic  findings: 

1.  DDT  Is  concentrated  In  organisms  and 
transferred  through  food  webs. 

a.  DDT  can  be  concentrated  In  and  trans¬ 
ferred  through  terrestrial  invertebrates, 
mammals,  cunphiblans,  reptiles,  and  birds. 

b.  DDT  can  be  concentrated  and  trans¬ 
ferred  in  freshwater  and  marine  plankton. 
Insects,  molluscs,  other  Invertebrates,  and 
fish. 

2.  The  accumulation  In  the  food  chain 
and  crop  residues  results  In  human  exposure. 

3.  Human  beings  store  DDT. 

B.  Ultimate  finding: 

The  above  factors  constitute  an  unknown, 
unquantiflable  risk  to  man  and  lower 
organisms. 

TV.  TOXICOLOGICAL  EFFECTS 

A.  Basic  findings: 

1.  DDT  affects  phytoplankton  species’ 
composition  and  the  natural  balance  In 
aquatic  ecoeystems. 

2.  DDT  Is  lethal  to  many  beneficial  agri¬ 
cultural  insects. 

3.  DDT  can  have  lethal  and  sublethal  ef¬ 
fects  on  useful  aquatic  freshwater  Inverte¬ 
brates.  Including  arthopods  and  molluscs. 

4.  DDT  is  toxic  to  fish. 

5.  DDT  can  affect  the  reproductive  suc¬ 
cess  of  fish. 

6.  DDT  can  have  a  variety  of  sublethal 
physiological  and  behavioral  effects  on  fish. 

7.  Birds  can  mobilize  lethal  amounts  of 
DDT  residues. 

8.  DDT  can  cause  thinning  of  bird  egg¬ 
shells  and  thus  Impair  reproductive  success. 

9.  DDT  Is  a  potential  human  carcinogen. 

a.  Experiments  demonstrate  that  DDT 
causes  tumors  In  laboratory  animals. 

b.  There  is  some  Indication  of  metastasis 
of  tumors  attributed  to  exposure  of  animals 
to  DDT  In  the  laboratory. 

c.  Responsible  scientists  believe  tumor 
Induction  In  mice  Is  a  valid  warning  of  pos¬ 
sible  carcinogenic  properties. 

d.  There  are  no  adequate  negative  experi¬ 
mental  studies  In  other  mammalian  species. 

e.  ThMe  Is  no  adequate  human  epidemio¬ 
logical  data  on  the  carcinogenicity  of  DDT, 
nor  Is  It  likely  that  It  can  be  obtained. 

f.  Not  all  chemicals  show  the  same  tumor- 
igenlc  properties  In  laboratory  tests  on 
animals. 


B.  Ultimate  finding: 

DDT  presents  a  carcinogenic  risk. 

▼.  BENEFITS 

A.  Basic  findings: 

1.  DOT  Is  useful  for  the  control  of  certain 
cotton  Insect  pests. 

2.  Cotton  pests  are  becoming  resistant  to 
DDT. 

3.  Methyl  parathlon  and  other  organopbos- 
phate  chemicals  are  effective  for  the  control 
of  cotton  pests. 

a.  Methyl  parathlon  and  organophosphates 
are  less  toxic  to  aquatic  life  than  DDT. 

b.  Methyl  parathlon  and  organophosphates 
appear  to  be  less  "persistent"  and  do  not 
build  up  In  the  food  chain. 

c.  Methyl  parathlon  Is  acutely  toxic  by 
dermal,  respiratory  exposure  and  oral  in¬ 
gestion. 

4.  By  using  methyl  parathlon  or  other 
means  of  pest  control  cotton  producers  can 
generally  produce  satisfactory  yields  at  ac¬ 
ceptable  cost. 

5.  DDT  Is  considered  useful  to  have  In  re¬ 
serve  for  public  health  purposes  In  disease 
vector  control. 

6.  DDT  Is  considered  useful  as  a  moth¬ 
proofing  agent. 

a.  DDT  is  not  presently  used  by  the  mili¬ 
tary  for  treatment  of  fabric. 

b.  Alternatives  exist. 

7.  DDT  Is  useful  for  public  quarantine 
programs. 

8.  Quarantine  programs  are  administered 
by  public  officials  and  are  a  nonproprietary 
use  of  DDT. 

a.  This  is  of  little  use  In  controlling  the 
overall  gypsy  moth  problem. 

9.  DDT  is  useful  for  controlling  certain  In¬ 
sects  that  attack  the  crops  listed  In  finding 
number  (1)0. 

10.  Adequate  substitute  chemicals,  namely, 
methyl  parathlon  and  other  organophos¬ 
phates — for  the  most  parl^-exlst  for  con¬ 
trolling  the  diseases  that  attack  the  crops 
listed  in  finding  number  (1)0  except: 

a.  Sweet  potatoes; 

b.  Heavy  Infestatlcms  of  corn  borer  attack¬ 
ing  sweet  peppers  grown  on  the  Delmarva 
Peninsula; 

c.  Onions  attacked  by  cutworms. 

11.  DDT  Is  effective  for  controlling  body 
lice: 

a.  Kwell,  a  Lindane  product.  Is  a  sub¬ 
stitute. 

b.  Lindane  registrations  are  being  re¬ 
viewed. 

12.  DDT  is  used  for  exterminating  bats  and 
mice  by  the  military. 

a.  Fumigation  and  nonchemical  methods 
can  guard  against  bat  Infestation. 

b.  Warfarin  is  effective  for  exterminating 
house  mice. 

B.  Ultimate  findings: 

1.  The  use  of  DDT  Is  not  necessary  for  the 
production  of  crops  listed  In  finding  (1)7 
except  that  it  may  be  necessary  to  produce 
those  crops  listed  In  finding  VIO  (a),  (b), 
and  (c) . 

2.  Noncrop  uses  of  DDT  for  mothproofing 
and  to  control  bats  and  mice  are  proprietary 
uses  for  which  DDT  Is  not  necessary. 

VI.  MATTERS  RELATING  TO  METIITL  PARATHION 

A.  Basic  findings: 

1.  Many  poisonings  have  been  attributed 
to  the  use  of  methyl  parathlon. 

2.  Untrained  users  of  methyl  parathlon  are 
frequently  not  sufficiently  careful  In  Its  use 
despite  label  directions. 

3.  Methyl  parathlon  can  be  used  safely. 

4.  Trailing  programs  are  useful  in  avert¬ 
ing  the  negligent  use  of  methyl  parathlon. 

6.  Methyl  parathlon  is  a  substitute  for  most 
crop  uses  of  DDT. 

B.  Ultimate  finding: 

1.  Methyl  parathlon  Is  dangerous  to  users 
and  presents  a  risk  to  them. 


2.  An  OKxntunlty  to  train  users  will  mini¬ 
mize  the  risks  and  keep  down  the  number 
of  accidents. 

vn.  GENERAL  FINDINOS 

A.  No  directions  for  use  of  DDT,  even  If 
followed,  can  over  the  long  run  completely 
eliminate  DDFs  Injury  to  man  or  other 
vertebrate  animals. 

B.  No  warning  or  caution  for  use  of  DDT, 
even  If  followed,  can  over  the  long  run  pre¬ 
vent  Injury  to  living  man  and  other  verte¬ 
brate  animals  and  useful  Invertebrate 
animals. 

C.  The  present  total  volume  of  use  of  DDT 
in  this  country  for  all  purposes  Is  an  un¬ 
acceptable  risk  to  man  and  bis  environment. 

D.  The  use  of  DDT  In  controlled  situations 
In  limited  amounts  may  present  less  risk 
than  usage  In  greater  amounts,  but  still  con¬ 
taminates  the  environment. 

E.  The  public  health  program  and  quar¬ 
antine  uses  of  DDT  by  officials,  wlien  deemed 
necessary,  can  be  Judged  on  an  appllcatlon- 
by-appllcation  basis  by  professionals. 

F.  A  particular  official  use.  In  an  Isolated 
Instance,  may  be  Important. 

Conclusions  of  Law 

1.  DDT  formulations  when  labeled  with 
directions  for  use  In  the  production  of  those 
crops  named  In  finding  (I)  O  and  for  use  on 
bats,  mice,  and  fabric  are  "misbranded," 
within  the  meaning  of  section  2(z)(2)  (c), 
(d),  and  (e)  of  FIFRA,  7  UH.C.  section  135. 

2.  DDT  when  labeled  with  directions  “for 
use  by  and  distribution  to  only  U.S.  Public 
Health  Service  officials  or  for  distribution  by 
or  on  approval  by  the  U.S.  Public  Health 
Service  to  other  health  service  officials  for 
contrcri  of  vector  diseases,  for  use  by  and 
distribution  to  the  Public  Health  Service, 
USDA,  and  military  for  quarantine  use; 
for  use  In  prescription  drugs  to  be  dis¬ 
pensed  only  on  authorization  by  a  certified 
medical  doctor"  along  with  the  caution 
printed  In  bold  type  “use  for  any  purpose  not 
specified  or  not  In  accordance  with  directions 
and  use  by  unauthorized  persons  is  disap¬ 
proved  by  the  Federal  Government:  This  sub¬ 
stance  Is  harmful  to  the  environment,”  Is  not 
"misbranded.” 

Administrator's  Order  Regarding  DDT 

Order.  Before  the  Environmental  Protec¬ 
tion  Agency.  In  regard:  Stevens  Industries. 
Inc.,  et  al.  (Consolidated  DDT  Hearings), 
I.F.  &  R.  Docket  No.  63  et  al. 

In  accordance  with  the  foregoing  opinion, 
findings  and  conclusions  of  law,  use  of  DDT 
on  cotton,  beans  (snap,  lima,  and  dry),  pea¬ 
nuts,  cabbage,  cauliflower,  brussel  sprouts, 
tomatoes,  fresh  market  com,  garlic,  plmen- 
toes.  In  commercial  greenhouses,  for  moth¬ 
proofing  and  control  of  bats  and  rodents 
are  hereby  canceled  as  of  December  31,  1972. 

Use  of  DDT  for  control  of  weevils  on  stored 
sweet  potatoes,  green  peppers  In  the  Del 
Marva  Peninsula  and  cutworms  on  onions 
are  canceled  unless  within  30  days  users  or 
registrants  move  to  supplement  the  record 
In  accordance  wtlh  Part  V  of  my  opinion  of 
today.  In  such  event  the  order  shall  be 
stayed,  pending  the  completion  of  the  record, 
on  terms  and  conditions  set  by  the  Hearing 
Examiner:  Provided,  That  this  stay  may  be 
dissolved  If  Interest^  users  or  registrants  do 
not  present  the  required  evidence  In  an 
expeditious  fashion.  At  the  conclusion  of 
such  proceedings,  the  Issue  of  cancellation 
shall  be  resolved  In  acccNdance  with  my 
opinion  today. 

Cancellation  for  uses  of  DDT  by  public 
health  oOelals  In  disease  control  programs 
and  by  USDA  and  the  military  for  health 
quarantine  and  use  in  prescription  drugs  Is 
lifted. 

In  order  to  Implement  this  decision  no 
DDT  shall  be  shipped  In  Interstate  com- 
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merce  or  within  the  District  of  Coliunbls  or 
any  American  territory  after  December  31. 
1972,  unless  its  label  bears  in  a  prominent 
fashion  in  bold  type  and  capital  letters,  in 
a  manner  satisfactory  to  the  Pesticides  Regu¬ 
lation  Division,  the  following  lan^age: 

(1)  For  use  by  and  distribution  to 
only  U.S.  Public  Health  Service  Of¬ 
ficials  or  for  distribution  by  or  on 
approval  by  the  U.S.  Public  Health 
Service  to  other  Health  Service  Of¬ 
ficials  for  control  of  vector  diseases; 

(2)  For  use  by  and  distribution  to 
the  USDA  or  Military  for  Health 
Quarantine  Use;  (3)  For  use  in  the 
formulation  for  prescription  drugs 
for  controlling  body  lice;  (4)  or  in 
drug;  for  use  in  controlling  body 
lice — ^to  be  dispensed  only  by 
physicians. 

Use  by  or  distribution  to  unau¬ 
thorized  users  or  use  for  a  ptupose 
not  ^>ecified  hereon  or  not  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  directions  is  dlsi^- 
proved  by  the  Federal  Government: 

ITils  substance  is  harmful  to  the 
environment. 

The  Pesticides  Regulation  Division  may 
require  such  other  language  as  it  considers 
tqjproprlate. 

This  label  may  be  adjusted  to  refiect  the 
terms  and  conditions  for  shipment  for  use 
on  green  peppers  in  Del  Marva,  cutworms  on 
onions,  and  weevils  on  stored  sweet  potatoes 
if  a  stay  is  in  effect. 

Dated;  Jime2, 1972. 

WnxiAM  D.  Ruckelshaus. 

[FR  Doc.72-10340  Piled  7-6-72;8;50  am] 


FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  0-10181  etc.] 

HNG  OIL  CO. 

Finding  and  Order  After  Statutory 
Hearing 

June  26, 1972. 

Findings  and  order  after  statutory 
hearing  issuing  certificate  of  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity,  amending  orders 
issuing  certificates,  vacating  order  in  part 
and  reinstating  certificate  and  rate 
schedule,  redesignating  rate  schedules 
and  proceedings,  and  substituting  suc¬ 
cessor  as  respondent. 

On  January  17, 1972,  HNG  Oil  Co.  (ap¬ 
plicant)  pvirsuant  to  section  7(c)  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  filed  in  Docket  No.  G- 
10181  et  al.,  an  application  requesting  au¬ 
thorization  to  continue  sales, of  natural 
gas  in  interstate  commerce  previously 
made  by  Roden  Oil  Co.  (Roden)  under 
a  small  producer  certificate  and  by  Hous¬ 
ton  Natural  Gas  Production  Co.  (Hous¬ 
ton)  imder  certificate  authorizations 
listed  in  Appendix  A,  all  as  more  fully 
set  forth  in  the  application  in  this 
proceeding. 

Effective  November  1,  1971,  Roden, 
holder  of  a  small  producer  certificate  in 
Docket  No.  CS69-33,  was  merged  by 
Houston  which  changed  its  name  to  HNG 
Oil  Co.  concurrently  with  the  merger. 

Applicant  requests  that  the  certificates 
listed  in  Appendix  A  hereto  issued  under 


its  former  name  be  amended  to  refiect 
the  new  corporate  name,  that  the  related 
rate  schedules  be  redesignated  accord¬ 
ingly.  that  it  be  granted  a  certificate  of 
public  convenience  and  necessity  author¬ 
izing  a  sale  of  natural  gas  to  Northern 
Natural  C3ras  Co.  previously  made  by 
Roden  under  its  small  producer  certifi¬ 
cate,  and  that  a  certificate  and  rate 
schedule  formerly  authorizing  a  sale  of 
natural  gas  to  Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Com¬ 
pany  of  America  by  Roden  be  reinstated 
in  the  name  of  applicant  by  vacating  in 
part  the  order  terminating  such  certifi¬ 
cate  and  rate  schedule  when  Roden  was 
issued  a  small  producer  certificate. 

At  the  time  of  merger,  Roden  Oil  Co. 
was  respondent  in  the  proceeding  pend¬ 
ing  in  Docket  No.  RI70-1774.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  applicant,  as  successor,  will  be  sub¬ 
stituted  as  respondent  in  Docket  No. 
RI70-1774  and  said  proceeding  will  be 
redesignated. 

The  Commission’s  staff  has  reviewed 
the  application  and  recommends  each 
action  ordered  as  consistent  with  all  sub¬ 
stantive  Commission  policies  and  re¬ 
quired  by  the  public  convenience  and 
necessity. 

After  due  notice  by  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register,  no  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene,  notice  of  intervention,  or  protest  to 
the  granting  of  the  application  has  been 
filed. 

At  a  hearing  held  on  Jime  21, 1972,  the 
Commission  on  its  own  motion  received 
and  made  a  part  of  the  record  in  this 
proceeding  all  evidence  including  the 
application  and  exhibits  thereto,  sub¬ 
mitted  in  support  of  the  authori^tions 
sought  herein,  and  upon  consideration  of 
the  record. 

The  Commission  finds: 

(1)  HNG  Oil  Co.  is  engaged  in  the 
sale  of  natural  gas  in  interstate  com¬ 
merce  for  resale  for  ultimate  public  con¬ 
sumption  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  Commission,  and  is,  therefore,  a 
“natural  gas  company’’  within  the  mean¬ 
ing  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  as  heretofore 
found  by  the  Commission, 

(2)  The  sales  of  natural  gas  made  by 
Roden,  as  hereinbefore  described  and  as 
more  fully  described  in  the  applications 
in  this  proceeding,  are  made  in  interstate 
commerce  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  Commission;  and  such  sales  by  ap¬ 
plicant,  together  with  the  construction 
and  operation  of  any  facilities  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission  nec¬ 
essary  therefor,  are  subject  to  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  subsections  (c)  and  (e) 
of  section  7  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act. 

(3)  Applicant  is  able  and  willing  prop¬ 
erly  to  do  the  acts  and  to  perform  the 
sex^ce  proposed  and  to  conform  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and 
the  requirements,  rules  and  regulations 
of  the  Commission  thereimder. 

(4)  The  proposed  sales  of  natural  gas 
are  required  by  the  public  convenience 
and  necessity,  and  certificates  therefor 
should  be  issued  as  hereinafter  ordered 
and  conditioned. 

(5)  It  is  necessary  and  appropriate  in 
carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Nat¬ 


ural  Gas  Act  and  the  public  convenience 
and  necessity  require  that  the  orders 
issuing  certificates  of  public  convenience 
and  necessity  to  Houston  Natural  Gas 
Producing  Co.  as  listed  in  Appendix  A 
hereto  shoiJd  be  amended  as  hereinafter 
ordered. 

(6)  It  is  necessary  and  appropriate  in 
carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act  that  the  rate  proceedings, 
listed  in  Appendix  A  hereto  should  be 
redesignated  to  reflect  the  new  corporate 
name. 

(7)  It  is  necessary  and  appropriate  in 
carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act  and  the  public  convenience 
and  necessity  require  that  the  order  Is¬ 
sued  in  Docket  No.  CS69-28  et  al.,  on 
April  15,  1969,  should  be  vacated  insofar 
as  it  pertains  to  the  termination  of  the 
certificate  of  public  convenience  and  ne¬ 
cessity  in  Docket  No  CI68-1199  and  the 
cancellation  of  the  related  rate  sched¬ 
ule.  Applicant  should  be  substituted  as 
the  certificate  holder  in  Docket  No. 
CI68-1199  and  the  related  rate  schedule 
should  be  redesignated  accordingly. 

(8)  It  is  necessary  and  appropriate  in 
carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Nat- 
xu-al  Gas  Act  and  the  public  conven¬ 
ience  and  necessity  require  that  appli¬ 
cant  should  be  substitute  as  respondent 
in  the  proceeding  pending  in  Docket  No. 
RI70-1774. 

(9)  It  is  necessary  and  appropriate  in 
carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act  that  the  FPC  gas  rate 
schedules  and  supplements  related  to  the 
authorizations  hereinafter  granted 
should  be  accepted  for  filing. 

( 10 )  It  is  necessary  and  appropriate  in 
carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act  that  the  small  producer 
certificate  of  public  convenience  and  ne¬ 
cessity  issued  to  Roden  in  Docket  No. 
CS69-33  should  be  terminated. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  A  certificate  of  public  conven¬ 
ience  and  necessity  is  issued  in  Docket 
No.  CI72-468  upon  the  terms  and  con¬ 
ditions  of  this  order  authorizing  sales 
by  applicant  of  natural  gas  in  Interstate 
commerce  for  resale,  together  with  the 
construction  and  operation  of  any  fa¬ 
cilities  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  thg 
Commission  necessary  therefor,  all  as 
hereinbefore  described  and  as  more  fully 
described  in  the  applications  and  in  the 
tabulation  herein. 

(B)  The  certificate  granted  in  para¬ 
graph  (A)  above  is  not  transferable  and 
shall  be  effective  only  so  long  as  appli¬ 
cant  continues  the  acts  or  operations 
hereby  authorized  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
and  the  applicable  rules,  regulations,  and 
orders  of  the  Commission. 

(C)  The  grant  of  the  certificate  issued 
in  paragraph  (A)  above  shall  not  be 
construed  as  a  waiver  of  the  require¬ 
ments  of  section  7  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  or  of  Part  154  or  Part  167  of  the 
Commission’s  regulations  thereunder 
and  is  without  prejudice  to  any  findings 
or  orders  which  have  been  or  which 
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may  hereafter  be  made  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion  in  any  proceedings  now  pending  or 
hereafter  instituted  by  or  against  appli¬ 
cant.  Further,  our  action  in  this  proceed¬ 
ing  shall  not  foreclose  or  prejudice  any 
future  proceedings  or  objections  relat¬ 
ing  to  the  operation  of  any  price  or 
related  provisions  in  the  gas  purchase 
contract  herein  involved.  The  grant  of 
the  certificate  aforesaid  for  service  to 
the  particular  customer  involved  does  not 
imply  approval  of  all  of  the  terms  of  the 
contract,  particularly  as  to  the  cessation 
of  the  service  upon  termination  of  said 
contract  as  provided  by  section  7(b)  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act.  The  grant  of  the 
certificate  aforesaid  shall  not  be  con¬ 
strued  to  preclude  the  imposition  of  any 
sanctions  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  the  unauthor¬ 
ized  commencement  of  any  sale  of 
natural  gas  subject  to  said  certificate. 

(D)  The  orders  issuing  certificates  of 
public  convenience  and  necessity  in  the 
various  dockets  listed  in  Appendix  A 
hereto  to  Houston  Natural  Gas  Produc¬ 
tion  Co.  are  amended  by  changing  the 
name  of  the  certificate  holder  to  HNG 
Oil  Co.  In  all  other  respects  said  orders 
shall  remain  in  full  force  and  effect. 

(E)  The  rate  proceedings  listed  in 
Appendix  A  are  redesignated  to  reflect 
the  new  corporate  name,  HNG  Oil  Co. 

(F)  The  order  of  the  Commission  is¬ 
sued  in  Docket  No.  CS69-28  et  al.,  on 
April  15,  1969,  is  vacated  insofar  as  it 
pertains  to  the  termination  of  the  cer¬ 
tificate  of  public  convenience  and  neces¬ 
sity  issued  to  Roden  Oil  Co.  in  Docket 
No.  CI68-1199  and  the  cancellation  of 
the  related  rate  schedule,  Roden  Oil  Co. 
(operator)  et  al.,  FPC  Gas  Rate  Sched¬ 
ule  No.  1.  Applicant  is  substituted  as 
certificate  holder  in  Docket  No.  CI68- 
1199.  In  all  other  respects  said  orders 
shall  remain  in  full  force  and  effect. 

(G)  The  small  producer  certificate  is¬ 
sued  to  Roden  in  Docket  No.  CS69-33  is 
terminated. 

(H)  Applicant  is  substituted  sis  re¬ 
spondent  in  the  proceeding  pending 
in  Docket  No.  RI70-1744  and  said  pro¬ 
ceeding  is  redesignated  su;cordingly.  Ap¬ 
plicant  shall  comply  with  the  refimding 
procedure  requir^  by  the  Natural  Gsis 
Act  and  S  154.102  of  the  regiilations 
thereimder. 

(I)  Applicsint  in  Docket  No.  CI72-468 
shsill  charge  and  collect  24  cents  per 
Mcf  at  14.65  p.s.i.a.  subject  to  B.t.u.  ad¬ 
justment  and  prospective  modification 
at  the  conclusion  of  the  Permian  Basin 
Area  Rate  Proceeding  in  Docket  No. 
AR70-1. 

(J)  Applicant  in  Docket  No.  CI72-468 
shall  file  within  90  days  from  the  date 
of  this  order  three  copies  of  a  rate 
schedule-qusdity  statement  in  the  form 
prescribed  in  Opinion  No.  468-A  and  a 
sample  billing  statement  reflecting  the 
24-cent  rate. 

(K)  The  certificates  issued  in  Dockets 
Nos.  CI68-1199  and  CI72-468  are  subject 
to  {  2.71  of  the  Commission’s  General 
Policy  and  Interpretations  establishing 
charges  for  transporting  liquids  and 


liquefiable  hydrocarbons.  In  the  event 
that  applicant  decides  to  exercise  its 
option  to  process  the  gas  imder  the  con¬ 
tracts  submitted  as  rate  schedules  in 
Dockets  Nos.  CI68-1199  and  CI72-468, 
it  shall  submit  to  the  Commission  for 
acceptance  not  less  than  30  days  prior 
to  the  commencement  of  such  process¬ 
ing,  rate  schedule  supplements  setting 
forth  the  conditions  and  details  of  the 
contemplated  action. 

(L)  The  rate  schedules  and  rate 
schedule  supplements  related  to  the  au¬ 
thorizations  granted  herein  are  accepted 
for  filing  or  are  redesignated,  all  as  set 
forth  in  Appendix  B  herein. 

By  the  Commission. 

ISEAL]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 


Afpxndix  a 


FPC  gta 
rate  .schenlule 
No.» 

Certifleat* 
docket  No.* 

Rate  suspension  docket 
No.* 

2  1 . 

G-12797 . 

RI70-1289. 

4  1 . 

0-12797 . 

6 . 

CI62-1053 . 

7‘ . 

0-19.V»fl 

RI71-693. 

9  1 . 

0-19546 . 

R171-69S. 

10  1 . 

0-19546 . 

K171-693. 

11  1 . 

0-19546 . 

R 171-1018. 

12  > . 

C 161-212 . 

RI65-888,  RI70-1631. 

14 . 

C164-1314 . 

R170-1289. 

15 . 

C 164-1814 . 

17  1 . 

0-10181 . 

RI63-326,  RI71-101. 

20  1 . 

0-19628 . 

21  1 . 

0-19629 . 

•>>  1 

0-19630 . 

23 . 

CI61-648 . 

RI71-754. 

25  J . 

C 170-867 . 

■  (Oiicrutor)  et  al. 

•  et  al. 

»  EHcetive  date  of  name  change  Is  Nov.  1, 1971. 
Appesdu  1} 


Dm'kct  No. 
iitid  dnte 
liU-d 

Applicant 

I’urchas<T  and  location 

FPC  gas  rate  schedule 

Descrijdion  and  date  of 
document 

No. 

Supp. 

CHiK  1199 . 

UNO  Oil  Co . 

..  Natural  Oils  riiK>linc 

Roden  Oil  Co.  FPC  gas 

20 

1  17  721 

Company  of  America. 

rate  schedule  No.  1. 

Locluidgc  Area,  Ward 

Notice  of  succession 

County,  Tex. 

1-12  72. 

Quality  statement 

26 

1 

11-2(168.* 

Certificate  of  merger 

26 

2 

11-1-71. 

(Effective  date:  11-1-71)—. 

('172  1('>8 . 

..do . 

1  17  72  * 

Co.,  Northca.-'t  Oates 

Certificate  of  merger 

27 

1 

(Devonian),  Field, 

11-1-71. 

Pecos  County,  Tex. 

(Effective  date:  11  1  71)... 

‘  Applieant  proposes  that  the  order  is.suing  a  small  producer  certifleale  to  Koden  Oil  Co.  lie  vacated  insolar  as  it 
pertains  to  the  U>rniination  of  the  certilksate  in  Oocket  No.  (UtW  IIW  and  the  cancellation  of  Koden  Oil  Co.  FfO 
p»s  rate  sctcedule  No.  1.  Applicant  requests  that  it  Ik*  snbstitnted  as  certilicate  holder  in  Docket  No.  CI08-n!t9  and 
that  the  related  rate  schedule  be  redesignated  accjordingly. 

» quality  Statement  filed  ley  Roden  Oil  Co.  on  Dec.  e,  1968.  It  was  consideri-d  withdrawn  by  letter  of  Oct.  30, 1909, 
but  is  now  accc'pted  for  filiug. 

»  Applicant  propost's  to  continue  a  sale  of  nat  ural  gas  iK-rctofore  aul  liorixed  under  a  small  )irodiuvr  certificate  i.ssued 
to  RocleU  Oil  Co.  in  Docket  No.  CS09  33. 

[FB  Doc.72-10402  Plied  7-6-72:8:49  am] 


PRINCIPAL  MERIDIAN,  MONTANA, 
AND  SIXTH  PRINCIPAL  MERIDIAN, 
WYOMING 

Order  Vacating  Land  Withdrawals  in 
Certain  Projects 

June  21,  1972. 

The  lands  described  in  the  attached 
land  list  aggregating  approximately 
29,256  acres,  were  withdrawn  pursuant 
to  the  filings  on  June  23,  1920,  and  No¬ 
vember  8, 1951,  by  The  Big  Horn  Canyon 
Irrigation  and  Power  Co.  of  applications 
for  preliminary  permits  for  Projects  Nos. 
12  and  2096,  respectively. 

Notices  of  land  withdrawal  for  Project 
No.  12  were  sent  to  the  General  Land 
Office  (now  Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment)  by  letters  dated  February  3,  1921, 
and  March  8, 1922.  A  notice  of  land  with¬ 
drawal  was  not  sent  for  Project  No.  2096 
because  the  boundary  for  this  project  was 
identical  to  the  boundary  for  Project 
No.  12. 

Projects  Nos.  12  and  2096  contem¬ 
plated  construction  of  a  high  dam  across 


the  Bighorn  River  at  the  lower  end  of 
Bighorn  Canyon,  however,  the  proceed¬ 
ings  for  these  projects  ended  without  the 
filing  of  an  application  for  license. 

During  the  midsixties  the  Bureau  of 
Reclamation  constructed  Yellowtail 
Reservoir  in  the  subject  reach  of  the  Big¬ 
horn  River.  Yellowtail  Reservoir  is  larger 
than  the  reservoir  proposed  in  Projects 
Nos.  12  and  2096  and  is  protected  by  a 
reclamation  withdrawal. 

Under  the  circumstances,  the  ulth- 
drawals  for  Projects  Nos.  12  and  2096  no 
longer  serve  a  useful  purpose. 

The  Geological  Survey  has  recom¬ 
mended  that  the  withdrawals  for  Proj¬ 
ects  Nos.  12  and  2096  be  vacated  in  their 
entirety  and  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation 
has  reported  that  it  has  no  objection  to 
such  action. 

The  Commission  finds:  The  with¬ 
drawals  of  the  subject  lands  pursuant  to 
the  applications  for  Projects  Nos.  12  and 
2096  serve  no  useful  purpose  and  should 
be  vacated. 

The  Commission  orders:  The  with¬ 
drawals  of  the  subject  lands  pursuant  to 


! 
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the  applications  for  Projects  Nos.  12  and 
2096  are  hereby  vacated  in  their  entirety. 

By  the  CommissicHi. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

Land  List 

PRINCIPAL  MERIDIAN,  MONTANA 

T.  8  S.,  R.  28  E.. 

Sec.  36,E^^NE^^.SE^4. 

T.  9  S.,  R.  28  E., 

Sec.  1,  NEV4.  E'^SW^^,  SE>A; 

Sec.  11,  SE^^; 

Sec.  12,  N>/2,  SW«4,  NEIASE',4,  W‘/2SE»A; 

Sec.  13,  all; 

Sec.  14,EV4EV4,NW^4NE'^.SW«^SE^^; 

Sec.  23.EV4,Ei4Wi^: 

sec.  24,  NWy4NEV4,  NW^^,  NV4SWV4,  SW‘4 
SWIA: 

Sec.  25,  WV4NW14,  SWV4,  N^^SE^^,  SW>A 
SE>4; 

Sec.  26,  NE>A,  E^^NW^^,  SW^^,  SE14; 

Sec.  34,  EV4NEV4.  NE^^SE^^; 

Sec.  35.  N>/4.  NV4SW>4.  SEV4SW14.  SEV4; 

Sec.  36.  WV4NW»4.  SEV4NWV4,  SW*/*. 

T.  7  S.,  R.  29  E., 

Sec.  12,SEl^SEI^; 

Sec.  13.  E  V4 ,  SE  NW  V4 .  SW  V4 ; 

Sec.  14.SV4; 

Sec.  15,  SWV4.W%SEl^; 

Sec.  22.  WV4NEV4,  SE^^NEV4,  NW«/4.  NEV4 
SWV4.SEy4; 

Sec.  23,  N%.  SW^.  NW^^SE^4; 

Sec.  24.  N>/4  NE  ,  NW  i4 : 

Sec.  26,  W%; 

Sec.  27,  NEV4.  SE»ANWy4.  SV4; 

Sec.  33,  SEV4SWV4.  SMtSEiA; 

Sec.  34.  NV4.  SWV4.  NV4SEV4; 

Sec.  35,  NWV4,  NV4SWV4. 

7  8  8  R  29  E 

'6ec!’3,  NMt.  SWV4.  N‘^SE«4.  swy4SEV4; 

Sec.  4,  all; 

Sec.  5.  SE«4SEy4; 

Sec.  8.E^NEy4; 

6gc  9  &11* 

Sec!  lb.  sw«ANWV4.  WV4SWV4; 

Sec.  16,  NW«A.  Ny2swy4,  sw«4SW‘A; 

Sec.  16,  all; 

Sec.  17,NE>A,SV4Sy2; 

Sec.  19,SEV4SEV4; 

Sec.  20,  EM,,  NV4NWV4.  SEV4NWy4,  NE»4 

sw%.s^swv4: 

Sec.21,W%.NM!SEl^; 

Sec.  28.  WV4.  wy2SEy4: 

86C.  29  ftll* 

Sec!  3o!  EV4NEV4.  E1ASWV4.  SEy4; 

Sec.  31.  NEy4,  NE^^NWy4,  S‘^NW^^,  SW'A, 
N%SE^4.SWV4SEV4; 

Sec.  32.NV4.NV4SWy4; 

Sec.  33,  Wy2NW‘^. 

7  9  8  R  29 

'Sec.’6,  WM!NEy4.  NW%.  SW^^.  NWV4SEy4; 
Sec.  7.  W%NW>4.  SEy4NWy4.  N^^SWy4; 

Sec.  18.  SWy4NEy4.  W*^,  W>^SE>4. 

T.  6  S.,  R.  30  E., 

Sec.  i3.SM1NEV4.Sy2; 

Sec.  14,SV4: 

Sec.  23,  all; 

Sec.  24,  NV4NEV4.  NWy4; 

Sec.25,SWV4SWV4; 

Sec.  26,  all; 

Sec.  27.SV4NV4.SV4; 

Sec.  32,  SV4SWV4.se V4; 

Sec.  33.  NWV4NEV4.  SV4NEV4.  wy2,  SEV4; 
Sec.  34,  all; 

Sec.  35.NEV4.NV4NWV4; 

Sec.  36,  NWV4NEV4,  SV4NEV4.  NWV4.  NEV4 
SWV4,SEV4. 

T.  7  S.,  R.  30  E., 

Sec.  1.NEV4NEV4; 

Sec.  3,  Ny2; 

Sec.  4.  NV4NEV4.  SEV4NEV4.  NV4Nwy4.  SWV4 

NWV4.NWV4SWy4; 

Sec.  5,  NV4.  NV4SWV4,  SWV4SWV4.  NV4SEV4; 
Sec.  6,  NEV4NEV4,  SV4NEV4.  EV4SWV4.  SEV4: 
Sec.  7.  NEiA,  EV4NWV4.  SV4; 

Sec.  8,  Wy2NWV4.  SWV4; 


Sec.  17,  WV4WV4; 

Sec!  18.  NV4NEV4.  SEV4NEV4,  NWV4.  NWV4 
SWV4.EV4SEV4. 

T*  6  S  R  31  E 

Sec.’  18,  lots’ 7.  8,  9,  10,  11,  12.  NE14SWV4, 
EV4SEV4; 

Sec.  19,  lots  1,  2,  3,  4.  5,  6,  7.  MEV4NEV4. 

SWV4NEV4.  SEV4NWV4,  EV4SWV4; 

Sec.  3l,SWV4SWV4. 

T.  7  S.,  R.  31  E., 

Sec.  6,  all. 

SIXTH  PRINCIPAL  MERIDIAN,  WYOMING 

T.  57  N.,  R.  94  W.. 

Sec.  6,  lot  6,  NWV4SWV4; 

Sec.  6.  lots  4,  6,  7,  8,  9,  10,  11,  12,  13,  14, 
SEV4SWV4; 

Sec.  7,  lot  l; 

Sec.  8.  lots  1,  2.  3.  4,  NEV4NWy4,  NWV4SEV4, 
SEV4SEV4; 

Sec.  16,  SWV4SWV4; 

Sec.  17,  lots  1,  6; 

Sec.  21,  loti; 

Sec.  22.  lots  1,  6. 7.  NEV4NWV4; 

Sec.  26.  lots  1, 2; 

Sec.  27.  lots  1,3,4,  6,6,  8; 

Sec.  34,  lots  1,  8. 

^*Sec!^i’9?iote^,"4,  5.  6,  9,  10.  11,  SE;4NWy4, 
EV4SWV4; 

Sec.  30,  lots  1, 2. 3,  4,  Ey2WV4; 

Sec.  31,  lots  1.2,  3,4,  EV4WV4. 

T.  67  N.,  R.  96  W., 

Sec.  1,  all. 

T.  68  N.,  R.  95  W., 

Sec.  24,  lot  1,  SEV4NEV4.  EV4SEV4; 

Sec.  25.  EV4NEV4,  SV4SWV4,  NEy4SEV4,  sy* 
SEV4. 

Approximately  29,256  acres. 

[FR  Doc.72-10406  PUed  7-6-72;8:60  ami 


[Docket  No.  CI71-555  etc.] 

PROGRESS  PETROLEUM,  INC.,  ET  AL 

Order  Modifying  Prior  Commission 
Order 

June  29,  1972. 

Progress  Petroleum,  Inc.,  complainant. 
Docket  No.  CI7 1-555;  v.  M.  O.  Rife,  Jr., 
M.  O.  Rife  ni.  North  Central  Oil  Corp., 
Strawn  Drilling  Co.,  respondents.  North 
Central  Oil  Corp.,  M.  O.  Rife,  Jr.,  IXickets 
Nos.  CI72-511,  CI7a-557,  CI72-558.  CI72- 
559,  CI72-560,  CI72-569,  CI72-570. 

Order  modifying  prior  Commission 
order,  suspending  small  producer’s  cer¬ 
tificate,  terminating  proceedings,  dis¬ 
missing  applications,  consolidating  pro¬ 
ceedings,  responding  to  petition  to 
intervene,  and  setting  dates. 

On  January  25,  1971,  Progress  Petro¬ 
leum,  Inc.  (Progress),  petitioned  the 
Commission  in  Docket  No.  CI71-555  to 
issue  an  order  requiring  M.  O.  Rife,  Jr. 
(Rife,  Jr.) ,  M.  O.  Rife  m  (Rife  III) ,  and 
North  Central  Oil  Corp.  (North  Central) 
to  show  cause  why  they  should  not  be 
required  to  comply  with  section  7(b)  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  *  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  regulations  thereunder.  Progress 
alleged  that  Rife,  Jr.,  Rife  III,  and  North 
Central  were  threatening  to  terminate 
their  sales  of  casinghead  gas  to  Progress 
without  the  benefit  of  a  Commission  au¬ 
thorized  abandonment  as  required 
under  section  7(b)  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act.  North  Central  and  Rife,  Jr.,  jointly 
filed  an  answer  to  Progress’  petition  on 
March  12.  1971. 


»52  Stat.  824  (1938);  15  D.S.C.  717f(b). 


It  appeared  that  Rife,  Jr.,  Rife  III, 
North  Central,  and  Strawn  Drilling  Ca 
(Strawn)  might  have  sold  and/or  be  sell¬ 
ing  natural  gas  in  interstate  commerce 
without  the  necessary  authorization  of 
the  Commission.*  ’The  Commission  also 
noted  that  North  Central  had  received 
a  small  producer’s  certificate  *  which  cov¬ 
ered  the  sale  of  gas  from  the  Purd  Hal- 
sell  Estate  Lease  (hereinafter  referred 
to  as  the  North  Halsell  Field),  acreage 
alleged  to  have  been  previously  dedicated 
to  Progress.* 

Therefore,  on  February  23,  1972,  the 
Commission  ordered  respondents  in 
Docket  No.  CI7 1-555  to  show  cause,  if 
any  there  were,  why  they  should  not  be 
held  in  violation  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  for  not  filing  a  rate  schedule  nor 
seeking  a  certificate  of  public  conven¬ 
ience  and  necessity  before  commencing 
jurisdictional  sales  of  gas  to  Progress. 
Respondents  were  further  ordered  to 
show  cause,  if  any  there  were,  why  they 
should  not  be  required  to  seek  aban¬ 
donment  authorization  before  terminat¬ 
ing  jurisdictional  sales  of  gas  to  Progress. 
And  within  the  same  order,  at  Docket 
No.  CI72-511,  the  Commission  ordered 
North  Central  to  show  cause,  if  any 
there  were,  why  its  small  producer’s  cer¬ 
tificate  covering  sales  from  the  North 
Halsell  Field  to  the  Lone  Star  Gas  Co. 
(Lone  Star)  should  not  be  rescinded. 
Pending  formal  hearing  on  the  issues. 
North  Central  was  directed  to  continue 
or  resume  sales  of  gas  to  Progress  from 
the  acreage  described  in  Progress’  peti¬ 
tion  at  Docket  No.  CI71-555  (hereinafter 
referred  to  as  the  West  Halsell  Field). 

On  March  6,  1972,  North  Central  filed 
rate  schedules  and  applications  for  cer¬ 
tificates  authorizing  the  sale  of  natural 
gas  to  Progress  (at  Docket  No.  CI72- 
559  for  the  North  Halsell  Field  and  at 
Docket  No.  CI72-560  for  the  West  Field) . 
North  Central  also  sought  permission 
to  abandon  such  service  to  Progress  (at 
Docket  No.  CI72-557  for  the  North  Hal¬ 
sell  Field  and  at  Docket  No.  CI72-558 
for  the  West  Halsell  Field).  Rife,  Jr., 
filed  on  March  10,  1972,  applications 
pursuant  to  section  7(c)  covering  the 
sale  of  gas  to  Progress  from  the  North 
(Docket  No.  CI72-569)  and  West 
(Docket  No.  CI72-570)  Halsell  Fields.  In 
view  of  these  filings  the  Commission 
postponed  until  further  notice  the  date 
for  ^ing  testimony  and  exhibits  and  the 
date  of  the  hearing  in  Dockets  Nos. 
CI7 1-555  and  CI72-511.‘ 

On  March  27,  1972,  Progress  filed  a 
motion  for  rehearing  and  modification 
of  the  Commission’s  order  issued  Feb¬ 
ruary  23,  1972,  In  Dockets  Nos.  CI71-555 
and  CI72-511.  Progress  requested  that 
the  Commission  order  North  Central  to 
resume  sales  of  natural  gas  to  Progress 
from  the  North  Halsell  Field  as  well  as 
from  the  West  Halsell  Field,  already 
covered  by  the  Commission’s  order.  On 

*  Order  issued  at  Dockets  Nos.  C171-665 
and  CI72-511.  Feb.  23,  1972,  pp.  3  and  4. 

•North  Central  was  accorded  the  certifi¬ 
cate  pursuant  to  Order  No.  428  issued  Mar.  18, 
1971.  in  Docket  No.  R-393. 

*  Order  Issued  at  Dockets  Nos.  CI7 1-665 
and  CI72-611,  Feb.  23, 1972,  pp.  6  and  6. 

*  Order  Issued  Mar.  17, 1972. 
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April  3,  1972,  North  Central  filed  an 
answer  to  Progress’  petition. 

We  treated  Progress’  petition  as  a  pe¬ 
tition  for  reconsideration,  since  is  was 
not  filed  In  time  to  be  a  petition  for 
rehearing.  On  April  24.  1972,  we  issued 
an  order  granting  reconsideration  of  our 
February  23,  1972,  order  so  that  an  op¬ 
portunity  for  full  deliberation  of  the 
issues  raised  by  the  petition  and  answer 
might  be  had. 

After  full  consideration  of  the  Issues, 
we  conclude  that  the  relief  requested  by 
Progress  should  be  granted.  As  admit¬ 
ted  by  North  Central  In  its  application 
at  Docket  No.  CI72-559,  natural  gas  was 
flowing  from  the  North  Halsell  Field  to 
Progress  before  December  1970.  Until 
such  time  as  this  Commission  gives  its 
permission  to  abandon,  that  gas  must 
continue  to  flow. 

North  Central  has  raised  the  issue  of 
whether  or  not  Progress  is  able  to  accept 
all  of  the  gas  from  the  North  Halsell 
Piled,  thus  presenting  the  prospect  of 
flaring  gas  or  shutting  in  wells.*  The 
Commission  does  not  acknowledge  the 
truth  of  North  Central’s  allegation,  but 
in  light  of  the  ciurent  national  shortage 
of  natural  gas,  provision  should  be  made 
to  meet  the  prospect  raised  by  North 
Central  if  it  does  occur.  Accordingly, 
North  Central  will  deliver  to  Progress 
such  amounts  of  gas  from  the  North 
Halsell  Field  as  Progress  is  able  or  may 
become  able  to  accept.  Gas  in  excess  of 
the  quantities  accepted  by  Progress  may 
be  delivered  to  Lone  Star  pending  final 
disposition  of  this  proceeding. 

Under  circumstances  different  from 
those  involved  in  this  proceeding  a  ques¬ 
tion  of  due  process  might  be  advanced 
regarding  North  Central’s  small  produc¬ 
er’s  certificate  covering  sales  from  the 
North  Halsell  Field.  But  in  its  applica¬ 
tion  for  the  certificate  in  Docket  No. 
CI7 1-655  North  Central  averred: 

•  •  •  IN]o  predecessor  In  Interest  of  the 
Applicant  was  engaged  in  the  transportation 
or  sale  of  natural  gas  from  the  properties 
referred  to  hereafter  on  or  since  June  7, 
1954J 

I  That  assertion  was  false.  Not  only  had 

I  North  Central’s  predecessor  in  interest. 
Rife,  Jr.,  et  al..  transported  and  sold  gas 
from  the  North  Halsell  Field,  North 
Central  itself  had  transported  and  sold 
gas  from  that  field  up  until  a  few  months 
before  it  filed  its  application.  The  cer¬ 
tificate  thus  having  been  issued  on  the 
basis  of  a  misrepresentation,  the  Com¬ 
mission  is  free  to  suspend  its  operation 
as  the  public  convenience  and  necessity 
may  require.  Accordingly,  the  small  pro¬ 
ducer’s  certificate  issued  to  North  Cen¬ 
tral  by  Order  No.  428  in  Docket  No.  R- 
393,  March  18,  1971,  is  suspended  as  to 
those  voliunes  of  natural  gas  derived 
from  the  North  Halsell  Field  which  Prog¬ 
ress  is  able  and  willing  to  accept. 

Our  show  cause  order  under  Docket 
No.  CI7 1-555  has  been  satisfied  by  Rife, 


•North  Central’s  answer  to  petition  for 
show  cause  order  (CI71-666):  application 
(CI72-569)  pp.  3  and  4;  application  (CI72- 
667)  p.  3. 

•Application  (Cni-655)  p.  1. 


Jr.,  by  the  filing  of  applications  in 
Dockets  Nos.  CI72-569  and  CI72-570  and 
by  the  indication  from  the  North  Cen¬ 
tral’s  filings  that  all  interest  in  the  North 
and  West  Halsell  Fields  were  assigned  to 
North  Central.  North  Central  satisfied 
the  order  by  its  filing  of  applications  and 
rate  schedules  in  Dockets  Nos.  CI72- 

557,  Cn2-558,  CI72-559,  and  CI72-560, 
’The  show  cause  order  was  satisfied  as 
to  Rife  HI,  and  Strawn  by  the  filings  of 
the  lease  operators  pmsuant  to  §  154.91 
of  the  Conimission’s  regulations.  There¬ 
fore,  our  order  in  Docket  No.  CI7 1-555 
having  been  completely  satisfied,  the  pro¬ 
ceedings  at  that  docket  number  are 
terminated. 

Since  it  appears  from  the  filing  that 
Rife,  Jr.,  no  longer  has  any  interest  in 
the  North  or  West  Halsell  Fields,  the 
applications  for  section  7(c)  certificates 
in  Dockets  Nos.  CI72-569  and  CI72-570 
are  now  moot.  TTierefore  they  are 
dismissed. 

This  leaves  North  Central’s  applica¬ 
tions  for  section  7(c)  certificates  of  pub¬ 
lic  convenience  and  necessity  in  Dockets 
Nos.  CI72-559  and  CI72-560,  applications 
for  section  7(b)  abandonment  authoriza¬ 
tion  in  Dockets  Nos.  CI72-557  and  CI72- 

558,  and  oiu:  order  in  Docket  No.  CI72- 
511  to  show  cause  why  North  Central’s 
small  producer’s  certificate  covering 
sales  from  the  North  Halsell  Held  should 
not  be  rescinded. 

On  March  6,  1972,  North  Central 
moved  to  consolidate  the  above  proceed¬ 
ings.  The  public  convenience  and  neces¬ 
sity  would  be  served  by  granting  North 
Central’s  motion.  Accordingly,  the  pro¬ 
ceedings  in  Dockets  Nos.  CI72-511,  CI72- 

557,  CT72-558,  CI72-559,  and  CI72-560 
will  be  consolidated. 

On  April  17,  1972,  Progress  filed  an 
imtlmely  petition  for  leave  to  intervene 
in  Dockets  Nos.  CI72-557,  CI72-558, 
CI72-559,  and  CI72-560.  Progress  is 
already  a  party  to  Docket  No.  CT72-511, 
and  since  that  docket  has  been  consoli¬ 
dated  with  Dockets  Nos.  CI72-557,  CI72- 

558,  CI72-559,  and  CI72-560  Progress  is 
deemed  to  be  a  party  to  all  the  proceed¬ 
ings  that  are  consolidated. 

The  Cmnmission  orders: 

(A)  North  Central  Oil  Corp.  is  hereby 
ordered  to  resmne  the  sale  and  delivery 
to  Progress  Petroleum,  Inc.,  of  natural 
gas  derived  from  the  acreage  described 
in  the  petition  for  rehearing  filed  by 
Progress  Petroleum,  Inc.,  in  Docket  No. 
CI7 1-555  (herein  referred  to  as  the  North 
Halsell  Field),  to  the  extent  that  Prog¬ 
ress  Petroleum,  Inc.,  is  able  and  willing 
to  accept  the  natural  gas. 

(B)  ’The  small  producer’s  certificate 
Issued  to  North  Central  Oil  Corp.  by  Or¬ 
der  No.  428  in  Docket  No.  R-393  is  hereby 
suspended  as  to  those  voliunes  of  natural 
gas  derived  from  the  North  Halsell  Field 
which  Progress  Petroleiun,  Inc.,  is  able 
and  willing  to  accept. 

(C)  The  proceedings  in  Docket  No. 
CI71-555  are  hereby  terminated. 

(D)  ’The  applications  of  M.  O.  Rife, 
Jr.,  in  Dockets  Nos.  CI72-569  and  CI72- 
570  are  hereby  dismissed. 


(E)  ’The  proceedings  in  Dockets  Nos. 
CI72-511,  CI72-557,  CI72-558,  CI72-559. 
and  CI72-560  are  hereby  consolidated. 

(F)  All  parties  to  any  of  the  proceed¬ 
ings  consolidated  by  paragraph  (E) 
above  shall  be  deemed  to  be  parties  of 
this  proceeding  as  consolidated. 

(G)  The  petition  to  intervene  filed  by 
Progress  Petroleum,  Inc.,  is  dismissed  as 
moot. 

(H)  North  Central  Oil  Corp.  shall  file 
with  the  Commission  and  serve  on  all 
parties  and  the  Commission  staff  on  or 
before  July  14,  1972,  case-in-chlef  evi¬ 
dence  upon  which  it  relies  in  support  of 
its  applications  and  its  position  regard¬ 
ing  the  Commission’s  order  to  show 
cause. 

(I)  Progress  Petroleum,  Inc.,  shall  file 
with  the  Commission  Eind  serve  on  all 
parties  and  the  Commission  staff  on  or 
before  July  28,  1972,  evidence  upon 
which  it  relies  in  opposition  to  North 
Central  Oil  Corp.’s  applications  and 
position  regarding  the  Commission’s 
order  to  show  cause. 

(J)  Pursuant  to  the  provision  of  S  1.18 
of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure,  a  prehearing  conference  be¬ 
fore  a  duly  designated  Presiding  Exam¬ 
iner  shall  commence  at  10  a.m.,  e.d.t., 
on  August  15,  1972,  in  a  hearing  room 
of  the  Federal  Power  Commission,  441  G 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20426,  for 
the  purpose  of  effectuating  the  expedi¬ 
tious  disposition  of  this  proceeding.  The 
purpose  of  such  conference  shall  be  to 
consider  all  matters  at  issue  in  the  a^ve 
dockets  and  to  consider  any  and  all  mat¬ 
ters  which  might  contribute  to  an  expe¬ 
ditious  disposition  of  this  proceeding.  'The 
applicant,  the  Commission  staff,  and  all 
persons  who  have  been  permitted  to  in¬ 
tervene  by  the  Commission  shall  be  en¬ 
titled  to  particii>ate  In  the  conference. 

(K)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  con¬ 
tained  in  and  subject  to  the  Jurisdiction 
conferred  upon  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission  by  sections  7  and  15  of  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act  and  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure,  a  hear¬ 
ing  will  be  held  immediately  following 
the  conclusion  of  the  aforeordered  pre- 
hearing  conference  in  a  hearing  room  of 
the  Federal  Power  Commission,  441  G 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20426,  con¬ 
cerning  the  matters  Involved  in  and  the 
issues  presented  by  North  Central  Oil 
Corp.’s  applications  and  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  order  to  show  cause  as 
consolidated. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(PR  Doc,72-10401  Piled  7-6-72;8:49  am) 


NATIONAL  GAS  SURVEY  DISTRIBU¬ 
TION-TECHNICAL  ADVISORY  TASK 
FORCE-GENERAL 

Order  Designating  An  Additional 
Member 

June  29, 1972. 

The  Federal  Power  Commission  by  or¬ 
der  issued  December  21, 1971,  established 
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the  Technicsd  Advisory  and  Coordinating 
Committee  Task  Forces  of  the  National 
Gas  Survey. 

1.  Membership.  An  additional  member 
to  the  Distribution-Technical  Advisory 
Task  Force -General,  as  selected  by  the 
Chairman  of  the  Commission  with  the 
approval  of  the  Commission,  is  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

Dlllp  R.  Limaye,  Director  of  Operating  Re¬ 
search  and  Vice  President,  Management 
Sciences,  Decision  Sciences  Corp. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-10403  Filed  7-6-72;8:49  am] 


NATIONAL  GAS  SURVEY;  SUPPLY- 

TECHNICAL  ADVISORY  TASK 
FORCE-NATURAL  GAS  SUPPLY 

Agenda  for  Meeting 

Agenda  for  meeting  to  be  held  in 
Auditorium,  Seventh  Floor  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission,  441  G  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  DC,  on  July  12,  i972, 
at  9  a.m.,  presiding:  Dr.  Paul  J.  Root, 
FPC  Survey  Coordinating  Representative 
and  Secretary. 

1.  Introductory  Remarks,  Dr.  Root. 

2.  Review  of  the  Activities  of  the  Supply- 
Technical  Advisory  Task  Force-Natural  Gas 
Supply  since  its  last  meeting  of  May  25, 1972, 
Mr.  Ralph  W.  Garrett,  Task  Force  Director. 

3.  Discussion  of  Proposed  Forecasting 
Methods. 

4.  Discussion  of  the  table  “Production  as  a 
Fraction  of  Proved  Reserves.” 

5.  Designation  of  Individuals  for  the  Re¬ 
gional  Forecasting  Assignments. 

6.  Other  Business. 

7.  Adjournment. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-10408  Piled  7-6-72:8:50  am] 


NATIONAL  GAS  SURVEY;  SUPPLY- 

TECHNICAL  ADVISORY  TASK 

FORCE-LIQUEFIED  NATURAL  GAS 
(LNG) 

Agenda  for  Meeting 

Agenda  for  meeting  to  be  held  in  Con¬ 
ference  Room  2043,  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  441  G  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
DC,  on  July  13, 1972,  at  9  a.m..  Presiding: 
Dr.  Paul  J.  Root,  FPC  Survey  Coordinat¬ 
ing  Representative  and  Secretary, 

1.  Call  to  Order  and  Introductory  Remarks, 
Dr.  Root. 

2.  Overall  Review  of  the  Task  Force  Activi¬ 
ties,  Mr.  George  D.  Carameros,  Jr.,  Director — 
Supply-Technical  Advisory  Task  Force-Llq- 
uefled  Natural  Gas  (LNG). 

3.  Progress  on  the  Economic  Guidelines 
Assignment,  Mr.  Keith  C.  McKinney. 

4.  Progress  on'  the  Gas  Supply  Assignment, 
Mr.  Amanullah  R.  Khan. 

5.  Progress  on  the  Shipping  Assignment, 
Mr.  L.  C.  Ackerman. 

6.  Progress  on  the  LNG  Plants  Assignment, 
Mr.  Arthur  E.  Uhl. 

7.  Progress  on  the  Receiving  Facilities  As¬ 
signment,  Mr.  Harold  E.  Vaughan. 


8.  Progress  on  the  Financing  Assignment, 
Mr.  Clayton  Norris. 

9.  Progress  on  the  Environmental  Aspects 
Assignment,  Mr.  Richard  E.  Hess. 

10.  Progress  on  the  Safety  Assignment, 
Mr.  John  E.  Hofmann. 

11.  Other  Business. 

12.  Date  of  Next  Meeting. 

13.  Adjoiu-nment,  Dr.  Root. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.72-10409  Filed  7-6-72:8:50  am] 


NATIONAL  POWER  SURVEY 
ADVISORY  COMMITTEES 

Order  Authorizing  the  Establishment 
and  Prescribing  Procedures 

JxTNE  29,  1972. 

The  Federal  Power  Commission  has 
determined  that  a  continuing  survey  of 
electric  power  requirements,  resources, 
and  evolving  developments  affecting  the 
utility  industry,  the  utility  consumer,  the 
air,  land,  and  water  environments,  gov¬ 
ernmental  authorities  smd  the  general 
public  throughout  the  contiguous  United 
States,  should  be  imdertaken,  as  a  com¬ 
plement  to  the  Commission’s  1970  Na¬ 
tional  Power  Survey,  with  the  results 
thereof  to  be  published  from  time  to 
time.  The  Commission’s  recently  com¬ 
pleted  survey  stated  “The  Commission 
expects  to  make  timely  supplements  to 
the  •  •  *  survey  *  •  •  so  that  there 
aill  be  a  continuing  assessment  of  elec¬ 
tric  power  needs  and  capabilities  in  the 
United  States’’  (p.  I-iv) . 

The  concept  of  a  continuing  survey  of 
selected  matters  of  study  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  with  broad  participation  by  persons 
drowm  from  the  utility  industry — investor 
owned,  publicly  owned,  and  cooperatively 
owned — ^utility  consumers,  governmental 
authorities,  educational  authorities, 
labor,  environmental,  or  conservation 
groups,  and  general  consumer  inter¬ 
ests,  organized  as  advisory  committees 
in  accordance  with  Executive  Order  No. 
11671,  issued  June  5,  1972,  37  F.R.  11307, 
section  1(6)  (7),  is  in  the  public  interest 
and  necessary  and  appropriate  for  the 
purposes  of  the  Federal  Power  Act,  16 
U.S.C.  791a  et  seq.  This  participation  will 
be  formalized  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  Executive  Order  No. 
11671.  Selection  of  advisory  committee 
members  will  not  be  limited  to  utility 
operating  personnel.  Considering  the 
scope  of  problem  areas  for  the  proposed 
study,  effective  advisory  committee  oper¬ 
ations  would  be  hindered  if  all  partici¬ 
pants  were  drawn  from  representatives 
of  operating  utility  systems. 

Section  311  of  the  Act,  16  U.S.C,  825j, 
authorizes  and  directs  the  Commission 
to  conduct  investigations  and  report  to 
the  Congress  “•  •  •  regarding  the  gen¬ 
eration,  transmission,  distribution,  and 
sale  of  electric  energy,  however  pro¬ 
duced,  throughout  the  United  States  *  *  • 
It  shall  •  •  •  secure  and  keep  current 
information  regarding  the  ownership, 
operation,  management,  and  control  of 
all  facilities  for  such  generation,  trans¬ 
mission,  distribution,  and  sale  •  •  •  ca¬ 


pacity  and  output  thereof  and  the  rela¬ 
tionship  between  the  two  •  •  ‘cost  •  • 
rates  *  *  *  all  such  facts  to  the  develop¬ 
ment  of  navigation,  industry,  commerce, 
and  the  national  defense.’’  Section  202(a) 
of  the  Act,  16  U.S.C.  824a(a) ,  in  pertinent 
part,  declares  the  broad  congressional 
policy  to  be  followed  by  the  Commission 
in  its  administration  of  the  Act  “•  •  • 
assuring  an  abimdant  supply  of  electric 
energy  throughout  the  United  States  with 
the  greatest  possible  economy  and  with 
regard  to  the  proper  utilization  and  con¬ 
servation  of  natural  resources  •  •  *.’’ 

The  Commission’s  National  Power 
Survey  of  1970,  covering  extant  condi¬ 
tions,  principally  those  prevailing  in  1970, 
with  projections  to  1990,  lists  a  number  of 
major  needs  and  imperatives  in  vie'wing 
the  electric  utility  industry.  National 
Power  Survey,  diapter  I — Summsuy, 
Assessment  of  the  U.S.  Electric  Power 
Situation.  Those  needs,  imperatives,  and 
other  pertinent  matters  wUl  be  the  sub¬ 
jects  of  this  continuing  further  survey. 

The  Commission  will  direct  the  con¬ 
duct  of  the  survey  through  members  of 
the  Commission  and  its  staff.  In  direct¬ 
ing  this  survey,  the  Commission  will  re¬ 
view  information,  ad'vlce,  and  recom¬ 
mendations  obtained  through  advisory 
committees.  But,  all  determinations  of 
action  to  be  taken  and  policy  to  be  ex¬ 
pressed  with  respect  to  matters  upon 
which  a  committee  advises  or  makes 
recommendations,  shall  be  made  solely 
by  the  Commission.  The  advice  of  all  ad¬ 
visory  cwnmittees  shall  be  limited  to 
matters  relating  solely  to  the  planning 
and  carrying  out  of  the  power  survey. 
The  Commission  will  have  complete  re¬ 
sponsibility  for  the  survey  with  respect 
to  its  conduct,  scope,  the  ultimate  recom¬ 
mendations,  and  the  acceptance  of  the 
final  report.  In  discharging  these  respon¬ 
sibilities,  the  Commission  will  provide 
such  expertise  as  required  and  will  ap¬ 
prove  the  survey’s  objectives,  scope  of 
work,  organization,  and  schedule  of  per¬ 
formance.  The  Commission  will  make  all 
required  policy  determinations  and  give  , 
its  advice  directed  toward  the  coordi¬ 
nation  and  cooperation  between  the  sur¬ 
vey  and  any  intergovernmental  or  indus¬ 
try  activities.  As  so  directed,  the  proposed 
National  Power  Survey  will  serve  the  pur¬ 
poses  of  the  Federal  Power  Act  and  the 
interests  reflected  therein. 

The  Commission  contemplates  that  the 
proposed  National  Power  Survey  advisory 
committees  will  include  an  Executive 
Advisory  Committee  and  a  number  of 
technical  advisory  committees.  Others 
may  be  established.  The  conduct  of  all 
advisory  committees  shall  be  under  the 
overall  direction  of  the  Commission,  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  general  requirements  as  set 
forth  in  this  order  and  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  Executive  Order 
No.  11671  and  all  Commission  rules  and 
regulations  implementing  such  require¬ 
ments.  Formulated  and  utilized  in  this 
manner  in  connection  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  performance  of  its  statutory  duties, 
the  advisory  committees  will  be  in  the 
public  interest. 

Specific  Commission  orders  will  be  is¬ 
sued  from  time  to  time  establishing  each 
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advisory  committee  and  denominating 
Its  membership  and  chairmanship.  The 
Commission  contemplates  that  It  will  by 
separate  order  to  be  issued  In  the  near 
future  establish  the  National  Power  Sur¬ 
vey  Executive  Advisory  Committee,  as  the 
principal  policy  advisory  committee  to 
the  Commission  and  its  staff  in  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  planning,  conduct  and  execu¬ 
tion  of  the  survey. 

Executive  Order  No.  11671,  particu¬ 
larly  sections  10  and  12,  states  proce¬ 
dures  that  are  to  be  followed  in  the  con¬ 
duct  of  advisory  committees’  affairs.  In¬ 
cluding  Industry  advisory  committees. 
These  sections  state,  in  part;  “Sec.  10 
Advisory  Committees  shall  meet  under 
the  chairmanship  of,  or  In  the  presence 
of,  a  Government  ofQcial  •  •  •  who 
shall  have  the  authority  and  be  required 
to  adjourn  any  meetings  •  •  •  Advisory 
Committees  shall  not  •  •  •  receive, 
compile,  or  discuss  data  or  reports  show¬ 
ing  the  current  or  projected  commercial 
operations  of  identlfl^  business  enter¬ 
prises  •  •  •  hold  any  meetings  except 
at  the  call  of,  or  with  the  advance 
approval  of,  a  Government  official  and 
with  an  agenda  approved  by  such 
official  •  • 

Section  13  provides  in  part:  “*  •  •  for 
public  knowledge  of  and  accessibility 
to  advisory  and  industry  advisory  com¬ 
mittees  *  •  *  agency  heads  shall  make 
adequate  provisions  for  participation  by 
the  public  in  the  activities  of  such  com¬ 
mittees  *  *  *  except  to  the  extent  that 
a  determination  is  made  in  writing  by 
the  •  •  •  agency  head  that  committee 
activities  are  matters  which  fall  within 
policies  analogous  to  those  recognized 
in  section  552(b)  of  title  5  of  the  United 
States  Code,  and  the  public  interest  re¬ 
quires  such  activities  to  be  withheld  from 
disclosure  •  • 

The  Chairman  of  the  Commission  has 
determined  as  follows: 

(1)  That  all  meetings  of  National 
Power  Survey  advisory  committees  shall 
be  open  to  public  observation  and  any 
Interested  person  may  attend  any  meet¬ 
ings  of  such  committees;  subject  only  to 
determinations  by  the  Government  offi¬ 
cial  in  whose  presence  such  meetings  are 
being  held  or  to  further  administrative 
reg\ilation,  as  may  be  appropriate,  as  to 
the  niunbers  of  persons  in  attendance, 
and  the  nature  and  extent  of  their  indi¬ 
vidual  participation,  if  any,  all  as  rea¬ 
sonably  necessary  and  appropriate  for 
the  conduct  of  committee  affairs; 

(2)  That  public  notice  of  all  meetings 
of  the  National  Power  Survey  advisory 
committees  shall  be  given  by  publication 
In  the  Federal  Register  or  by  publication 
in  local  media,  as  appropriate,  giving  the 
dates,  times,  places,  and  agendas  of  all 
such  meetings; 

(3)  That  the  records  of  all  National 
Power  Survey  advisory  committee  meet¬ 
ings  or  proceedings  shall  include  as 
minutes  with  respect  to  each — 

(a)  The  identification  of  committee 
members  and  all  other  persons  present 
and  participating  in  the  meeting  together 
with  the  interests  or  affiliations  they  rep¬ 
resent  ; 


(b)  Hie  written  information  made 
available  for  consideration  by  the  com¬ 
mittee; 

(c)  A  description  of  all  matters  dis¬ 
cussed;  and 

(d)  All  recommendations  made  and 
reasons  therefor;  and 

(4)  That  there  shall  be  kept  in  addi¬ 
tion  to  the  requirements  of  paragraph 
(3)  supra,  a  verbatim  transcript  of  all 
meetings  of  the  proposed  National  Power 
Survey  Executive  Advisory  Committee. 

1.  Purpose.  The  advisory  committees 
shall  advise  and  make  recommendations 
to  the  Commission  in  planning  and  car¬ 
rying  out  the  Commission’s  proposed  Na¬ 
tional  Power  Survey. 

2.  Selection  of  committee  members. 
Unless  otherwise  directed  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  all  committee  members  and  per¬ 
sons  designated  to  act  as  committee 
chairmen  or  vice  chairmen,  shall  be  se¬ 
lected  and  designated  by  the  Chairman 
of  the  Commission  with  the  approval  of 
the  Commission. 

3.  Conduct  of  meetings.  The  Chair¬ 
man  of  the  Commission,  or,  in  his  ab¬ 
sence,  the  Vice  Chairman  of  the  Com¬ 
mission,  or  any  full-time  salaried  officer 
or  employee  of  the  Commission,  or  of  an¬ 
other  agency  or  department  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Government,  designated  by  the 
CThairman  of  the  Commission,  who  shall 
act  as  chairman  of  a  committ^,  shall  be 
responsible  for  openmg,  conducting  and 
adjourning  committee  meetings  when,  in 
his  judgment,  adjoununent  is  in  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest.  When  a  committee  is  chaired 
by  a  person,  designated  by  the  Chair¬ 
man  of  the  Commission,  as  chairman  of 
that  committee,  who  Is  not  a  full-time 
salaried  officer  or  employee  of  the  Com¬ 
mission,  no  meeting  of  such  committee 
shall  be  held  except  at  the  call  of,  or 
with  the  advance  approval  of,  a  full-time 
salaried  officer  or  employee  of  the  Com¬ 
mission,  designated  by  the  Chairman  of 
the  Commission,  and  with  an  agenda  for¬ 
mulated  or  approved  by  such  officer  or 
employee;  and  all  such  meetings  shall  be 
conducted  in  the  presence  of  such  full¬ 
time  salaried  officer  or  employee  of  the 
Commission,  or  a  full-time  salaried  offi¬ 
cer  or  employee  of  another  agency  or  de¬ 
partment  of  the  Federal  Govemmoit, 
designated  by  the  Chairman  of  the  Com¬ 
mission,  who  shall  be  responsible  for 
opening  the  meeting,  assisting  in  the  con¬ 
duct  thereof,  and  for  adjourning  any 
meeting  whenever  he  considers  adjourn¬ 
ment  to  be  in  the  public  interest. 

4.  Minutes  and  records.  ’The  Chairman 
of  the  Commission  having  made  the  de¬ 
terminations  as  set  forth  above,  it  is  di¬ 
rected;  (1)  That  the  records  of  all  Na¬ 
tional  Power  Survey  advisory  commit¬ 
tee  meetings  or  proceedings  to  be  kept  by 
the  Secretary  of  each  ccmxmittee  shall  in¬ 
clude  as  minutes  with  respect  to  each  (a) 
the  identification  of  committee  members 
and  all  other  persons  present  and  partici¬ 
pating  in  the  meeting  together  with  the 
interests  or  affiliations  they  represent; 

(b)  the  written  information  made  avail¬ 
able  for  consideration  by  the  committee; 

(c)  a  description  of  all  matters  discussed; 
and  (d)  sdl  recommendations  made  and 


reasons  therefor;  and  (2)  that  in  addi¬ 
tion  to  the  foregoing,  a  verbatim  tran¬ 
script  shall  be  kept  of  all  meetings  of  the 
National  Power  Survey  Executive  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee. 

The  minutes  and  transcripts  of  all 
National  Power  Survey  advisory  commit¬ 
tee  meetings  or  proceedings  shall  be  re¬ 
tained  within  the  public  files  of  the 
Commission. 

5.  Secretary  of  the  Committee.  The 
Chairman  of  the  Commission  shall  ap¬ 
point  a  secretary  and  alternate  secretary 
of  each  committee  from  among  the  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Commission  staff  or  from 
another  agency  or  department  of  the 
Federal  Government,  who  shall  be  re¬ 
sponsible  for  preparing  agenda  and  noti¬ 
fying  committee  members  of  the  meet¬ 
ings,  all  in  accordance  with  the  require¬ 
ments  of  paragraph  3  above,  preparing 
minutes  of  all  committee  meetings,  and 
maintaining  all  records  related  to  orga¬ 
nization,  membership,  and  operations  of 
the  committee.  ’The  secretary  or  alter¬ 
nate  secretary  shall  be  present  during  all 
committee  meetings  and  the  person  so 
present  shall  certify  the  accuracy  of  all 
minutes  during  the  proceedings  recorded. 

6.  Location  and  time  of  meetings.  Un¬ 
less  otherwise  directed  by  the  Chairman 
of  the  Commission,  committee  meetings 
will  convene  at  the  call  of  the  Chair¬ 
man  of  the  Commission  at  such  time  and 
place  as  he  shall  direct,  or  at  such  time 
and  place  as  may  be  designated  by  the 
chairman  of  the  committee  with  the  ad¬ 
vance  approval  of  the  Chairman  of  the 
Commission.  Ordinarily,  these  meetings 
will  be  held  at  the  Washingt(xi,  D.C., 
office  of  the  Federal  Power  Commissicoi 
during  regular  working  hours  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission. 

7.  Advice  and  recommendations  of¬ 
fered  by  the  committee.  The  advice  and 
recommendations  of  the  members  of  the 
committees  may  be  presented  to  the 
Commission  at  committee  meetings 
either  orally  or  in  written  form.  ’The  ad¬ 
vice  of  all  committees  shall  be  limited 
to  matters  relating  solely  to  the  planning 
and  carrying  out  of  the  National  Power 
Survey,  intimate  decisions  based  (m  the 
committees’  advice  or  recommendations 
are  reserved  to  the  Federal  Power 
Commission. 

8.  Duration  of  the  committee.  All 
committees  shall  terminate  not  later 
than  2  years  subsequent  to  their  respec¬ 
tive  dates  of  formation,  unless  the  Com¬ 
mission  determines  in  writing,  not  more 
than  60  days  prior  to  the  expiration  of 
such  2-year  period,  that  c(mtinued  exist¬ 
ence  of  a  committee  is  in  the  public 
interest.  A  like  determination  by  the 
Commission  shall  be  required  not  more 
than  60  days  prior  to  the  end  of  each 
subsequent  2-year  period  to  continue  the 
existence  of  each  committee  thereafter. 

The  Secretary  of  the  Commission  shall 
cause  prompt  publication  of  this  order 
to  be  made  in  the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  KEICfETH  F.  PLUMB, 

Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.72-10404  PUed  7-6-72:8:49  ami 
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NOTICES 


FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

BANCO  Dl  ROMA  S.p.A. 
Formation  of  Bank  Holding  Company 

Banco  di  Roma  S.p.A.,  Rome,  Italy, 
has  applied  for  the  Board’s  approval 
under  section  3(a)(1)  of  the  Bank  Hold¬ 
ing  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(a)  (1) ) 
to  become  a  bank  holding  company 
through  acquisition  of  100  percent  of  the 
voting  shares  (less  directors’  qualifying 
shares)  of  Banco  di  Roma  (Chicago), 
Chicago,  Ill.,  a  proposed  new  bank.  The 
factors  that  are  considered  in  acting  on 
the  application  are  set  forth  in  section 
3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c) ) . 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  office  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  (^cago. 
Any  pers<m  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  his  views  in 
writing  to  the  Secretary,  Board  of  Gov¬ 
ernors  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System, 
Washington,  D.C.  20551,  to  be  received 
not  later  tiian  July  21, 1972. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  System,  June  28, 1972. 

[seal]  Michael  A.  Greenspan, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-10364  Piled  7-6-72:8:46  am] 


FIRST  SOUTHWEST 
BANCORPORATION,  INC. 

Acquisition  of  Banks 

First  Southwest  Bancorporation,  Inc., 
Waco,  Tex.,  has  applied  in  four  separate 
applications  for  the  Board’s  approval 
imder  section  3(a)  (3)  of  the  Bank  Hold¬ 
ing  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(a)  (3) ) 
to  acquire  100  percent  of  the  voting 
shares  (less  directors’  qualifying  shares) 
of  the  successors  by  merger  to:  (1)  Bell- 
mead  State  Bank,  Waco,  Tex.;  (2)  East 
Texas  Bank  <c  Trust  Cto.,  Longview,  Tex.; 
(3)  The  Kilgore  National  Bank,  Kilgore, 
Tex.;  and  (4)  Sabine  National  Bank  of 
Port  Arthur,  Port  Arthur,  Tex.  The  fac¬ 
tors  that  are  considered  in  acting  on  the 
applications  are  set  forth  in  section  3(c) 
of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c) ) . 

The  applications  may  be  inspected  at 
the  office  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Dallas, 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
applications  should  submit  his  views  in 
writing  to  the  Secretary,  Board  of  Gov¬ 
ernors  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System. 
Washington,  D.C.  20551,  to  be  received 
not  later  than  July  21,  1972. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  System,  June  29, 1972. 

[seal]  Michael  A.  Greenspan, 
Assistant  Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.72-10365  Plied  7-6-72:8:46  ami 


HAMBROS  BANK  LTD. 

Notice  of  Request  for  Determination 
and  Order  Providing  Opportunity 
for  Hearing 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  request 
has  been  made  to  the  Board  of  Governors 


of  the  Federal  Reserve  System,  pursuant 
to  the  provisions  of  section  2(g)(3)  of 
the  Bank  Holding  Company  Act  of  1956 
(12  U.S.C.  1841(g)(3)).  by  Hambros 
Bank,  Ltd.,  on  behalf  of  itself,  Hambros 
Investment  Co.  A.G.,  Hambros,  Ltd.,  The 
Hambro  Trust,  Ltd.,  all  of  London,  Eng¬ 
land,  and  Hambro  American  Corp.,  New 
York,  N.Y,  (collectively  the  “Hambros 
Group”),  for  a  determination  that,  with 
respect  to  a  sale  by  Hambro  American 
Corp.  of  Hambro  American  Bank  &  Trust 
Co.,  New  York,  N.Y.,  to  First  Empire 
State  Corp.,  Buffalo,  N.Y.  (“First  Em¬ 
pire”)  ,  none  of  the  Hambros  Group  com¬ 
panies  are  in  fact  capable  of  controlling 
First  Empire  even  though  there  are 
director  interlocks  among  the  transferor 
and  transferee  companies. 

Section  2(g)(3)  of  the  Act  provides 
that  shares  transferred  after  January  1, 
1966,  by  any  bank  holding  company  (or 
by  any  company  which,  but  for  such 
transfer,  would  be  a  bank  holding  com¬ 
pany)  directly  or  indirectly  to  any  trans¬ 
feree  that  is  indebted  to  the  transferor, 
or  has  one  or  more  officers,  directors, 
trustees,  or  beneficiaries  in  common  with 
or  subject  to  control  by  the  transferor, 
shall  be  deemed  to  be  indirectly  owned 
or  controlled  by  the  transferor  unless 
the  Board,  after  opportxmity  for  hear¬ 
ing,  determines  that  the  transferor  is 
not  in  fact  capable  of  controlling  the 
transferee. 

It  is  ordered.  That,  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  2(g)(3)  of  the  Act,  an  opportunity 
be  and  hereby  is  provided  for  filing  a 
request  for  hearing.  Any  such  request  or 
written  comments  on  the  application 
should  be  submitted  in  writing  (in  dupli¬ 
cate)  to  the  Secretary,  Board  of  Gover¬ 
nors  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System, 
Washington,  D.C.  20551,  to  be  received 
not  later  than  thirty  (30)  days  after  the 
publication  of  this  notice  and  order  in 
the  Federal  Register.  If  a  request  for 
hearing  is  filed,  such  request  should 
contain  a  statement  of  the  nature  of 
the  requesting  person’s  interest  in  the 
matter,  his  reasons  for  wishing  to  appear 
at  an  oral  hearing,  and  a  summary  of 
the  matters  concerning  which  said  per¬ 
son  wishes  to  give  testimony  at  such 
hearing.  The  Board  subsequently  will 
designate  a  time  and  place  for  any  hear¬ 
ing  ordered,  and  will  give  notice  of  such 
hearing  to  the  transferor,  the  trans¬ 
feree,  and  all  persons  who  have  requested 
a  hearing.  In  the  absence  of  a  request 
for  hearing,  the  Board  will  proceed  with 
consideration  of  the  requested  deter¬ 
mination  on  the  basis  of  documentary 
evidence  filed  in  connection  with  the 
application. 

By  order  of  the  Board  of  Governors, 
June  30, 1972. 

[seal]  Michael  A.  Greenspan, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

(PR  Doc.72-10363  Piled  7-6-72:8:46  am] 


SOUTHWEST  BANCSHARES,  INC. 

Order  Approving  Acquisition  of  Bank 

Southwest  Bancshares,  Inc.,  Houston, 
Tex.,  a  bank-holding  company  within  the 
meaning  of  the  Bank  Holding  Company 


Act,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s  approval 
under  section  3(a)(3)  of  the  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(a)  (3) )  to  acquire  51  percent 
or  more  of  the  voting  shares  of  the 
Denton  County  National  Bank  of  Denton, 
Denton,  Tex.  (Bank). 

Notice  of  the  application,  affording  op- 
portimlty  for  Interested  persons  to  sub¬ 
mit  comments  and  views,  has  been  given 
in  accordance  with  section  3(b)  of  the 
Act.  The  time  for  filing  comments  and 
views  has  expired  and  the  Board  has  con¬ 
sidered  the  application  and  all  comments 
received  in  light  of  the  factors  set  forth 
in  section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(c)). 

Applicant,  the  fifth  largest  banking 
organization  and  third  largest  multibank 
holding  company  in  Texas  has  five  sub¬ 
sidiary  banks  with  aggregate  deposits  of 
$717  million  representing  approximately 
2.7  percent  of  total  deposits  of  commer¬ 
cial  banks  in  the  State.'  (All  banking 
data  are  as  of  June  30,  1971,  and  reflect 
bank  holding  company  acquisitions  ap¬ 
proved  through  May  1,  1972.)  Consum¬ 
mation  of  the  proposed  acquisition  of 
Bank  (deposits  of  approximately  $33  mil¬ 
lion)  would  Increase  applicant’s  share  of 
commercial  bank  deposits  in  the  State 
by  0.12  percentage  point  and  applicant’s 
rank  in  the  State  would  be  unchanged. 
The  proposed  acquisition  represents  ap¬ 
plicant’s  initial  entry  into  the  Dallas 
banking  market.* 

Bank,  located  in  the  city  of  Denton 
approximately  35  miles  from  downtown 
Dallas,  Tex.,  ranks  21st  am<mg  117  banks 
operating  in  the  Dallas  banking  market 
and  controls  approximately  0.6  percent 
of  total  deposits  of  ccwnmercial  banks  in 
that  market.  Bank,  with  control  of  24 
percent  of  deposits  of  commercial  banks 
in  Denton  Coimty,  is  the  second  largest 
of  four  banks  located  in  Denton,  Tex. 

Applicant’s  subsidiary  bank  located 
nearest  to  Bank  is  at  Longview,  Tex., 
approximately  165  miles  southeast  of 
Bank.  Continental  National  Bank  of  Fort 
Worth,  which  applicant  proposes  to  ac¬ 
quire,  is  located  37  miles  southwest  of 
Bank  in  the  adjacent  Fort  Worth  bank¬ 
ing  market.  It  appears  that  no  meaning¬ 
ful  competition  exists  between  Bank  and 


>  Applicant  controls  substantially  all  the 
stock  of  three  Texas  banks:  Bank  of  the 
Southwest.  Houston;  Village  National  Bank, 
Houston;  and  Plrst  National  Bank  of  Long¬ 
view,  Longview,  Tex.  Applicant  holds  approx¬ 
imately  38  percent  of  the  voting  shares  of 
South  Park  National  Bank,  Houston,  and  has 
minority  interests  of  between  4.20  and  20  per¬ 
cent  In  four  other  Houston  banks  whose  ag¬ 
gregate  deposits  as  of  June  30,  1971,  were 
approximately  $117  million.  Applicant’s  mi¬ 
nority  Interest  of  24.7  percent  In  Kilgore  Na¬ 
tional  Bank.  Kilgore,  Tex.,  Is  expected  to  be 
liquidated.  The  Board  approved  applicant’s 
applications  to  acquire  Long  Point  National 
Bank  of  Houston,  Houston,  Tex.  ($29  million 
of  deposits),  and  Continental  National  Bank 
of  Port  Worth,  Port  Worth,  Tex.  ($182.2  mil¬ 
lion  of  deposits) ,  on  Apr.  11, 1972,  and  May  24, 
1972,  respectively. 

■  In  addition  to  the  present  application,  ap¬ 
plicant  has  filed  applications  with  the  Board 
to  acquire:  The  First  National  Bank  of 
Brownsville,  the  First  National  Bank  at  Port 
Arthur,  and  the  Bank  of  Woodlake,  National 
Association,  Houston,  a  proposed  new  bank, 
all  In  Texas. 
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any  of  applicant’s  subsidiary  banks  and 
there  exists  no  meaningful  competition 
between  Continental  National  Bank  of 
Fort  Worth  and  Bank.  No  meaningful 
competition  is  expected  to  develop  in  the 
future  in  the  light  of  the  facts  presented, 
notably  the  distances  separating  Bank 
from  applicant’s  subsidiary  banks,  the 
number  of  banks  located  in  the  interven¬ 
ing  areas  and  the  Texas  statutes  pro¬ 
hibiting  branch  banking.  It  seems  un¬ 
likely  that  applicant  would  enter  the 
Dallas  market  de  novo,  or  through  the 
acquisition  of  a  bank  in  that  market 
smaller  than  the  one  proposed  for  acqui¬ 
sition.  It  appears  that  consummation  of 
applicant’s  proposal  would  neither  elim¬ 
inate  any  meaningful  existing  competi¬ 
tion  nor  foreclose  significant  potential 
competitiOTi.  Rather,  afBliation  with  ap¬ 
plicant  may  enable  Bank  to  compete 
more  effectively  with  the  larger  banking 
organizations  located  in  Dallas  and 
thereby  have  a  procompetitive  effect  in 
the  relevant  market. 

On  the  basis  of  the  record  before  it, 
the  Board  concludes  that  consummation 
of  the  proposed  acquisition  would  not 
have  an  adverse  effect  on  competition  in 
any  relevant  area. 

The  financial  and  managerial  re¬ 
sources  and  prospects  of  applicant,  its 
subsidiaries  and  Bank  appear  satisfac¬ 
tory.  It  seems  that  the  major  banking 
ne^  of  the  area  are  being  adequately 
served  at  the  present  time.  However,  the 
prospects  for  continued  economic  expan¬ 
sion  in  the  cities  of  Dallas  and  Fort 
Worth  and  surrounding  areas  are  good, 
resulting  in  part  from  a  new  Dallas/Port 
Worth  Regional  Airport  currently  under 
construction.  Such  growth  should  in¬ 
crease  demands  for  banking  services. 
Affiliation  with  applicant  should  enable 
Bank  more  effectively  to  meet  such  in¬ 
creased  demands.  In  additicHi,  to  the  ex¬ 
tent  that  affiliation  with  applicant  will 
enable  bank  to  provide  services  presently 
available  only  through  the  area’s  largest 
banking  organizations  located  in  Dallas, 
convenience  and  needs  aspects  of  the 
proposal  are  consistent  with  approval 
and  lend  some  weight  thereto. 

On  the  basis  of  the  record,  the  appli¬ 
cation  is  approved  for  the  reasons  sum¬ 
marized  above.  ’The  transaction  shall  not 
be  consummated  (a)  before  the  30th  cal¬ 
endar  day  following  the  effective  date  of 
this  order,  or  (b)  later  than  3  months 
after  the  effective  date  of  this  order, 
unless  such  period  is  extended  for  good 
cause  by  the  Board,  or  by  the  Federal 
Reserve  Bank  of  Dallas  pursuant  to  dele¬ 
gated  authority. 

By  order  of  the  Board  of  Governors,® 
effective  June  29,  1972. 

[seal!  Michael  A.  Greenspan, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[PR  t)oc.72-10366  PUed  7-6-72:8:46  am] 


[Regs.  O,  T,  til 

OTC  MARGIN  STOCKS 
List 

Correction 

In  F  Jl.  Doc.  72-7832  appearing  at  page 
10531  in  the  issue  for  Wednesday,  May 
24,  1972,  the  entry  reading  “Parkvlek- 
Gem,  Inc.,  $1  par  common.”  should  read 
“Parkview'-Gem,  Inc.,  $1  par  common.” 

SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[Pile  No.  812-31671 

AETNA  VARIABLE  ANNUITY  LIFE 
INSURANCE  CO. 

Application  for  Order  Granting 
Exemption 

June  29,  1972. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Aetna  Var¬ 
iable  Annuity  Life  Insurance  Co.  (Appli¬ 
cant),  Post  Office  Box  3001,  F^ls 
Church,  VA  22043,  a  diversified  open-end 
management  company  registered  imder 
the  Investment  Company  Act  of  1940 
(Act),  has  filed  an  application  pursuant 
to  section  6(c)  of  the  Act  for  an  order 
exempting  Applicant  from  the  provisions 
of  sections  2(a)  (17)  and  18(f)(1)  of  the 
Act  to  the  extent  specified  therein.  All 
interested  persons  are  referred  to  the 
application  on  file  with  the  Commission 
for  a  statement  of  the  representations 
therein  which  are  summarized  below. 

Applicant  is  a  stock  life  insurance 
company  organized  under  the  insurance 
laws  of  the  State  of  Arkansas  in  1954. 
Applicant’s  home  office  is  in  Little  Rock, 
Ark.,  and  its  executive  office  is  in  F’alls 
Church,  Va.  Aetna  Life  and  Casualty 
Co.,  a  Connecticut  corporation,  owns 
97.2  percent  of  Applicants  outstanding 
capital  stock. 

Applicant’s  principal  activity  is  the 
sale  of  variable  annuity  contracts.  Appli¬ 
cant  also  offers  combination  fixed  and 
variable  annuity  contracts,  life  insur¬ 
ance  benefits  on  a  fixed  basis  as  riders 
to  annuity  contracts  or  separately,  and 
disability  benefits  (providing  either  fixed 
or  variable  payments)  as  riders  to 
annuity  or  life  insurance  contracts.  Ap¬ 
plicant  has  established  and  maintains 
pursuant  to  the  laws  of  the  State  of 
Arkansas  two  variable  contract  accounts 
for  the  piupose  of  segregating  from  its 
general  assets  all  assets  attributable  to 
variable  annuity  contracts  issued  by  Ap¬ 
plicant  from  its  general  assets. 

Applicant’s  board  of  directors  has  au¬ 
thorized  establishment  of  a  separate  ac- 
coimt  for  variable  life  insurance  con¬ 
tracts.  The  assets  of  such  account  will  be 
derived  solely  from  (a)  contributions 
under  pension  or  profit-sharing  plans 
which  meet  the  requirements  of  section 
401  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of 
1954  (Code)  (limited,  however,  as  pro¬ 
vided  below)  or  the  requirements  for  de¬ 


*  Voting  for  this  action:  Vice  Chairman 
Robertson  and  Governors  Mitchell,  Daane, 
Brimmer,  Sheehan,  and  Bucher.  Absent  and 
not  voting:  Chairman  Bums. 
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duction  of  the  employer’s  contribution 
imder  section  404(a)  (2)  of  the  Code,  and 
(b)  advances  made  by  Applicant  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  operation  of  such  ac¬ 
count.  The  contributions  from  which 
such  assets  are  derived  will  be  credited 
as  purchase  payments  under  variable  life 
Insurance  contracts  which  will  be  funded 
exclusively  in  such  account,  will  be  used 
only  to  provide  benefits  under  such 
plans,  and  will  be  subject  to  regulation 
under  the  State  insurance  laws. 

Applicant  requests  exemption  from  the 
provisions  of  section  2(a)  (17)  and  18(f) 

(1)  of  the  Act  to  the  extent  stated 
below: 

Section  2(a)  (.17).  Sections  3(c)  (11), 
2(a)  (37) ,  and  2(a)  (17)  of  the  Act  permit 
an  insmtince  company  to  establish  a 
separate  aocoimt  that  is  not  subject  to 
any  of  the  provisions  of  the  Act  applica¬ 
ble  to  investment  companies,  when  the 
assets  of  such  account  are  derived  from 
contributions  imder  tax-qualified  pen¬ 
sion  and  profit-sharmg  plans. 

Section  3(c)  (11)  of  the  Act,  in  per¬ 
tinent  part,  excludes  a  separate  account 
from  the  definition  of  an  investment 
company  if  its  assets  are  derived  solely 
from  (a)  contributions  under  pension 
or  profit-sharing  plans  which  meet  the 
requirements  of  section  401  of  the  Inter¬ 
nal  Revenue  Code  of  1954,  or  the  re¬ 
quirements  for  deduction  of  the  employ¬ 
er’s  contribution  under  section  404(a) 

(2)  of  such  Code,  and  (b)  advances 
made  by  an  insurance  company  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  operation  of  such  sep¬ 
arate  account. 

Section  2(a)  (37)  of  the  Act  defines  a 
separate  account  as  “an  account  estab- 
li^ed  and  maintamed  by  an  msurance 
company  pursuant  to  the  laws  of  any 
State  or  territory  of  the  United  States, 
or  of  Canada  or  any  province  thereof, 
under  w'hich  income,  gains  and  losses, 
whether  or  not  realized,  from  assets 
allocated  to  such  account,  are,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  applicable  contract,  cred¬ 
ited  to  or  charged  against  such  account 
without  regard  to  other  income,  gains, 
or  losses  of  the  insurance  company.” 

Applicant  states  that  its  proposed 
separate  account  will  meet  the  cemdi- 
tiems  of  sections  2(a)  (37)  and  3(c)  (11) 
of  the  Act  except  for  a  question  concern¬ 
ing  whether  ApEdicant  is  an  insurance 
company  as  defined  in  section  2(a)  (17). 
Section  2(a)  (17)  of  the  Act  defines  an 
insurance  company  as  "a  company 
which  is  organized  as  an  insurance  com¬ 
pany,  whose  primary  and  predominant 
business  activity  Is  the  writing  of  insur¬ 
ance  or  the  reinsuring  of  risks  under¬ 
written  by  insurance  companies,  and 
which  is  subject  to  supervision  by  the 
insurance  commissioner  or  a  similar  offi¬ 
cial  or  agency  of  a  State.”  ’Though  Ap¬ 
plicant  is  organized  as  an  insurance  com¬ 
pany  and  is  subject  to  supervision  by  the 
insurance  departments  of  the  States  in 
which  it  is  organized  and  is  licensed  to 
operate,  it  is  not  within  the  definition  of 
Insurance  company  for  purposes  of  sec¬ 
tion  3(c)  (11)  because  It  is  principally 
engaged  in  offering  variable  annuity  con- 
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tracts,  which  are  securities  for  purposes 
of  the  federal  securities  laws. 

Applicant  therefore  requests  an  ex¬ 
emption  from  the  second  clause  of  the 
definition  of  an  insurance  company  in 
section  2(a)  (17)  of  the  Act  so  that  with 
respect  to  its  proposed  separate  account, 
AppUcant  shall  be  deemed  to  satisfy  the 
requirement  of  the  definition  that  its 
“primary  and  predominant  business  ac¬ 
tivity  is  the  writing  of  insurance  or  the 
reinsuring  of  risks  imderwritten  by  in¬ 
surance  companies”  notwithstanding 
that  it  is  or  will  be  principally  engaged 
in  offering  variable  annuity  or  variable 
life  insiirance  contracts.  Applicant  is  re¬ 
questing  such  an  exemption  only  for  the 
purpose  of  enabling  it  to  establish  and 
maintain  its  proposed  separate  accoimt 
as  a  separate  accoimt  which  meets  the 
conditions  of  sections  2(a)  (37)  and 
3(0(11)  of  the  Act. 

Applicant  states  that  an  evident  pur¬ 
pose  of  Congress  in  defining  a  separate 
account  was  to  confine  the  special  treat¬ 
ment  of  separate  accoimts  in  secticm 
3(0(11)  to  those  accounts  set  up  and 
operated  by  a  company  subject  to  the 
controls  and  protectiixi  provided  by  State 
insurance  company  regulaticm.  Appli¬ 
cant  represents  that  in  relation  to  such 
regulation,  AppUcant  is  an  insurance 
company  and  the  proposed  separate  ac¬ 
count  otherwise  satisfies  the  definition 
in  section  2(a)  (37). 

Applicant  states  that  its  proposed 
separate  accoimt  wUl  be  established  and 
maintained  pursuant  to  the  laws  of  the 
State  of  Arkansas  and  that  income,  gains 
and  losses,  whether  or  not  realized,  from 
assets  aUocated  to  such  account.  wiU  be. 
in  accordance  with  the  appUcable  con¬ 
tract,  credited  to  or  charged  against  such 
account  without  regard  to  other  income, 
gains,  or  losses  of  Applicant.  AppUcant 
further  states  that  its  operations  in  con¬ 
nection  with  such  separate  account  wiU 
be  subject  to  regulaticm  under  the  laws 
of.  and  to  supervision  by  the  insurance 
department  of,  the  State  of  Arkansas  and 
the  other  States  in  which  it  is  authorized 
to  do  business,  and  that  such  regulation 
and  supervision  wUl  apply  to  AppUcant 
to  the  same  extent  that  it  wiU  apply  to 
any  other  insurance  company.  AppUcant 
also  states  that  grant  of  the  requested 
exemptiim  wiU  not  adversely  affect  pur¬ 
chasers  of  or  beneficiaries  under  variable 
annuity  ccmtracts  issued,  or  to  be  issued, 
by  AppUcant. 

AppUcant  states  that  section  3(c)  (11) 
refiects  a  Congressiimal  determination 
that  the  protections  of  the  Act  are  not 
needed  for  purchasers  of  interests  in 
separate  accounts  used  to  fund  contracts 
issued  solely  in  connection  with  tax- 
qualified  plans,  that  purchasers  of  in¬ 
terests  in  such  an  account  of  an  insur¬ 
ance  company  also  regulated  as  an  in¬ 
vestment  company  do  not  require  greater 
protection  than  in  the  case  of  a  similar 
account  of  an  insurance  company  not 
so  regulated,  and  that,  accordingly,  the 
exemption  requested  is  ccmsistent  with 
the  Congressional  piirpose  in  enacting 
section  3(c)  (11). 

AppUcant  represents  that  the  problem 
presented  under  section  3(c)  (11)  Is 


unique  to  AppUcant,  because  AppUcant 
Ls  the  only  Ufe  insimmce  company  now 
registered  with  the  Commission  as  an  in¬ 
vestment  company  for  purposes  of  con¬ 
ducting  variable  annuity  operations.  All 
other  insimmce  companies,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  procedures  adopted  by  the 
Commission  subsequent  to  Applicant’s 
registration,  have  only  their  separate  ac¬ 
counts  registered  as  investment  com¬ 
panies.  Hence.  AppUcant  concludes  that 
the  relief  i^uested  is  necessary  to  ac¬ 
cord  AppUcant  the  same  treatment 
under  section  3(c)  (11)  with  respect  to 
its  proposed  separate  account  that  is 
available  to  any  other  insurance  com¬ 
pany  and  that  such  relief  will  not  be  a 
precedent  with  respect  to  any  other  in¬ 
vestment  company. 

SecUon  18(f)(1).  Section  18(f)(1)  of 
the  Act  makes  it  unlawful  for  any  regis¬ 
tered  open-end  company  to  issue  or  sell 
any  senior  security  of  which  it  is  the  is¬ 
suer  except  under  circumstances  not 
here  relevant.  A  senior  security  is  defined 
in  section  18(g)  to  include  any  instru¬ 
ment  evidencing  indebtedness.  Since  the 
holders  of  variable  Ufe  insurance  con¬ 
tracts  issued  by  the  proposed  separate 
account  wiU  have  a  claim  against  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  general  account  assets  under 
Applicant’s  mortaUty  and  other  guar¬ 
antees.  the  contracts  could  be  con¬ 
sidered  to  include  an  evidence  of  in¬ 
debtedness  senior  to  AppUcant’s  com¬ 
mon  stock.  AppUcant  therefore  requests 
exemption  from  section  18(f)  (1)  of  the 
Act  to  the  extent  necessary  to  permit  the 
issuance  of  variable  Ufe  insurance  con¬ 
tracts  funded  in  its  proposed  separate 
account. 

AppUcant  states  that  the  proposed 
exemption  from  section  18(f)  (1)  presents 
no  question  of  possible  unfairness  to  com¬ 
mon  stockholders  since  its  common  stock 
is  substantiaUy  wholly  owned  by  Aetna 
Life  and  Casualty  Company,  which  has 
acquired  such  interests  in  order  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  a  company  whose  activities 
Include  offering  contracts  such  as  vari¬ 
able  Ufe  insurance  contracts  and  has 
assumed  the  risks  involved  in  such  in¬ 
vestment.  In  addition,  AppUcant  sub¬ 
mits  that  grant  of  the  exemption  wiU  be 
consistent  with  the  exemption  from  sec¬ 
tion  18(f)  previously  issued  to  AppUcant 
to  permit  the  issuance  by  it  of  fixed- 
dollar  annuity  and  Ufe  insurance 
contracts. 

If  the  reUef  requested  is  granted,  vari¬ 
able  Ufe  insurance  contracts  funded  in 
the  proposed  separate  account  wUl  be 
offered  by  AppUcant  in  reUance  upon 
the  exemptions  contained  in  section  3(a) 
(2)  of  the  Securities  Act  of  1933  and 
section  3(a)  (12)  of  the  Securities  Ex¬ 
change  Act  of  1934.  Accordingly,  the  ex¬ 
emptions  in  such  sections  vdll  be  reUed 
upon  only  for  the  purpose  of  offering 
such  contracts  in  connection  with  (a) 
stock-bonus,  pension  or  profit-shaiing 
plans  which  meet  the  requirements  for 
qualification  under  section  401  of  the 
Code  or  (b)  annuity  plans  which  meet 
the  requirements  for  the  deduction  of 
the  employer’s  contribution  under  sec¬ 
tion  404(a)(2)  of  the  Code,  other  than 
any  such  plan  described  in  (a)  or  (b) 


which  covers  employees  some  or  all  of 
whom  are  employees  within  the  meaning 
of  section  401(c)(1)  of  such  Code. 

Applicant  states  that  it  does  not  seek 
in  its  appUcation  a  determination  of  the 
status  of  a  separate  account  used  to  fund 
variable  Ufe  insurance  contracts  not  is¬ 
sued  in  connection  with  quaUfied  plans, 
which  is  an  issue  in  a  pending  rule- 
making  proceeding  before  the  Commis¬ 
sion.  AppUcant  submits  that  whether  or 
not  such  separate  accounts  are  deter¬ 
mined  to  be  investment  companies,  any 
separate  account  which  meets  the  condi¬ 
tions  of  section  3(c)  (11)  (including  its 
proposed  separate  account,  if  the  re¬ 
quested  exemption  from  section  2(a) 
(17)  is  granted)  wiU  nevertheless  not  be 
subject  to  regulation  under  the  Act.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  without  conceding  that  a  vari¬ 
able  Ufe  Insurance  contract  is  a  security 
or  that  the  account  used  to  fund  such  a 
contract  may  be  deemed  to  be  an  in¬ 
vestment  company,  AppUcant  has  Um- 
ited  its  appUcation  to  seeking  exemptions 
from  the  Act  to  the  extent  they  may  be 
deemed  necessary  to  permit  AppUcant 
to  offer  variable  Ufe  insurance  contracts 
in  connection  with  qualified  plans. 

AppUcant  has  consented  that  any 
order  issued  by  the  Commission  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  appUcation  may  be 
modified  by  the  Commission,  after  no¬ 
tice  to  AppUcant  and  opportunity  for 
hearing,  to  the  extent  that  its  deter¬ 
mination  in  the  pending  rulemaking 
proceeding  with  respect  to  variable  Ufe 
insurance  may  be  deemed  to  make  such 
modification  necessary  or  appropriate. 

AppUcant  has  further  consented  that 
it  shall  be  a  condition  of  any  order  issued 
by  the  Commission  in  connection  with 
this  appUcation  that  the  proposed  sepa¬ 
rate  account  shall  not  include  assets 
derived  from  contributions  under  pen¬ 
sion  or  profit-sharing  plans  which  cover 
employees  some  or  all  of  whom  are  em¬ 
ployees  within  the  meaning  of  section 
401(c)(1)  of  the  Code. 

Section  6(c)  of  the  Act  provides  that 
the  Cofltnmission  may,  by  order  upon  ap¬ 
pUcation,  conditionally  or  uncondition¬ 
ally  exempt  any  person  from  any  provi¬ 
sion  or  provisions  of  the  Act  or  of  any 
rule  or  regulation  thereunder,  if  and  to 
the  extent  that  such  exemption  is  neces¬ 
sary  or  appropriate  in  the  public  inter¬ 
est  and  consistent  with  the  protection  of 
investors  and  the  purposes  fairly  in¬ 
tended  by  the  policy  and  provisions  of 
the  Act. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  inter¬ 
ested  person  may,  not  later  than  July  24, 
1972,  at  5:30  p.m.,  submit  to  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  writing,  a  request  for  a  hear¬ 
ing  on  the  matter  accompanied  by  a 
statement  as  to  the  nature  of  his  inter¬ 
est,  the  reason  for  such  request  and  the 
issues  of  fact  or  law  proposed  to  be 
controverted,  or  he  may  request  that  he 
be  notified  if  the  Commission  shall  order 
a  hearing  thereon.  Any  such  communi¬ 
cation  should  be  addressed:  Secretary, 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission, 
Washington.  D.C,  20549.  A  copy  of  such 
request  shall  be  served  personally  or  by 
maU  (airmaU  if  the  person  being  served 
is  located  more  than  500  miles  from  the 
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point  of  mailing)  upon  Applicant  at  the 
address  stated  above.  Proof  of  service  (by 
affidavit  or  in  case  of  an  attorney  at  law 
by  certificate)  shall  be  filed  contempo¬ 
raneously  with  the  request.  At  any  time 
after  such  date  as  provided  by  Rule  0-5 
of  the  rules  and  regulations  promulgated 
imder  the  Act,  an  order  disposing  of  the 
matter  herein  may  be  issued  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  upon  the  basis  of  the  informa¬ 
tion  stated  in  said  application,  unless  an 
order  for  hearing  upon  said  application 
shall  be  issued  upon  request  or  upon  the 
Commission’s  own  motion.  Persons  who 
request  a  hearing  or  advice  as  to  whether 
a  hearing  is  ordered  wiil  receive  notice 
of  further  developments  in  this  matbjr 
including  the  date  of  the  hearing  (if 
ordered)  and  any  postponements  thereof. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Gladys  E.  Greer, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-10375  Piled  7-6-72; 8: 47  am] 


[File  No.  500-1) 

CLINTON  OIL  CO. 

Order  Suspending  Trading 

June  29, 1972. 

It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  that  the  summary 
suspension  of  trading  in  the  common 
stock,  $0.03%  par  value,  and  all  other 
securities  of  Clinton  Oil  Co.,  being  traded 
otherwise  than  on  a  national  securities 
exchange  is  required  in  the  public  inter¬ 
est  and  for  the  protection  of  investors; 

It  is  ordered.  Pursuant  to  section  15(c) 
(5)  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of 
1934,  that  trading  in  such  securities 
otherwise  than  on  a  national  securities 
exchangre  be  summarily  suspended,  this 
order  to  be  effective  for  the  period  from 
July  1,  1972,  through  July  10,  1972. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Gladys  E.  Greer, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.72-10376  Piled  7-6-72:8:47  am] 


[Pile  No.  500-1] 

ECOLOGICAL  SCIENCE  CORP. 

Order  Suspending  Trading 

June  29, 1972. 

The  common  stock,  2  cents  par  value, 
of  Ecological  Science  Corp.  being  traded 
on  the  American  Stock  Exchange,  the 
Philadelphia  -  Baltimore  -  Washington 
Stock  Exchange  and  Pacific  Coast  Stock 
Exchange,  pursuant  to  provisions  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934  and  all 
other  securities  of  Ecological  Science 
Corp.  being  traded  otherwise  than  on  a 
national  securities  exchange;  and 

It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  that  the  summary 
suspension  of  trading  In  such  security 
on  such  exchange  and  otherwise  than 
on  a  national  securities  exchtuige  is  re¬ 
quired  in  the  public  interest  and  for  the 
protection  of  investors; 

It  is  ordered.  Pursuant  to  sections 
15(c)(5)  and  19(a)(4)  of  the  Securities 


Exchange  Act  of  1934,  that  trading  in 
such  securities  cm  the  above  mentioned 
exchange  and  otherwise  than  on  a  na¬ 
tional  securities  exchange  be  summarily 
suspended,  this  order  to  be  effective  for 
the  period  July  2,  1972,  through  July  11, 
1972. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Gladys  E.  Greer, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-10377  PUed  7-6-72:8:47  ami 


[Pile  No.  500-1] 

LDS  DENTAL  SUPPLIES,  INC. 

Order  Suspending  Trading 

June  29, 1972. 

It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  that  the  summary 
suspension  of  trading  in  the  common 
stock,  $0.01  par  value,  of  LDS  Dental 
Supplies,  Inc.,  being  traded  otherwise 
than  on  a  national  securities  exchange  is 
required  in  the  public  interest  and  for 
the  protection  of  investors: 

It  is  ordered.  Pursuant  to  section 
15(c)  (5)  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act 
of  1934,  that  trading  in  such  securities 
otherwise  than  on  a  national  securities 
exchange  be  summarily  suspended,  this 
order  to  be  effective  for  the  period  from 
June  30,  1972,  through  July  9,  1972. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Gladys  E.  Greer, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

I  FR  Doc.72-10378  Filed  7-6-72;8:47  am] 


[812-398] 

SAVINGS  BANK  INVESTMENT  FUND 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Application  for 
Supplementary  Order 

June  29,  1972. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Savings 
Bank  Investment  Fund  (Applicant),  50 
Congress  Street,  Boston,  MA  02109,  a 
corporation  duly  organized  pursuant  to 
a  special  act  of  the  Massachusetts  legis¬ 
lature.  effective  August  8,  1945,  and  reg¬ 
istered  under  the  Investment  Company 
Act  of  1940  (Act)  as  an  open-end  diver¬ 
sified  investment  company,  has  filed  an 
amendment  to  its  application  pursuant 
to  sections  6(c),  18(1)  and  22(e)  of  the 
Act  requesting  an  order  supplementing 
the  Commission’s  exemptive  order  of 
December  17,  1946  (Investment  Com¬ 
pany  Act  Release  No.  988)  declaring 
that  the  amendment  of  Applicant’s 
Charter  has  no  effect  upon  the  validity 
of  the  exemptions  granted  by  the  De¬ 
cember  17,  1946  exemptive  order.  The 
1946  order  granted  Applicant  exemp¬ 
tions  from  sections  13(a),  15(a),  16(a), 
18(i),  22  (d)  and  (e).  24(d),  32(a)  (2) 
and  (3)  of  the  Act.  All  interested  per¬ 
sons  are  referred  to  the  application  on 
file  with  the  Commission  for  a  statement 
of  the  representations  therein,  which 
are  summarized  below. 

Applicant  is  an  investment  fund 
created  by  the  Commonwealth  of  Mas¬ 


sachusetts,  the  seciulties  of  which  may 
be  sold  only  to  savings  banks  of  Massa¬ 
chusetts  and  a  related  entity,  the  in¬ 
vestment  powers  of  which  are  prescribed 
by  statute,  and  which  is  subject  to  con¬ 
trol  of  the  Commissioner  of  Banks  of 
the  Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts. 

Legislation  filed  on  behalf  of  Appli¬ 
cant  has  been  passed  by  the  Massachu¬ 
setts  legislature  amending  Applicant’s 
Charter.  The  amendment  changes  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  investment  powers  in  the  fol¬ 
lowing  respects. 

The  present  restrictions  relating  to 
the  location  of  the  principal  place  of 
business  of  issuers  of  securities  in  Appli¬ 
cant’s  portfolio,  i.e.,  any  State  of  the 
United  States  or  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia,  are  omitted  provided  that  (1)  in 
the  case  of  securities  of  foreign  issuers 
the  approval  of  the  Commissioner  of 
Banks  of  Massachusetts  is  obtained;  and 
(2)  any  common  stock  as  well  as  any 
preferred  stock,  or  the  common  stock  of 
the  corporation  issuing  or  having  issued 
such  preferred  stock  is  registered  on  a 
national  securities  exchange,  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of 
1934.  However,  the  amendment  also  per¬ 
mits  Applicant  to  invest  up  to  10  per¬ 
cent  of  its  assets  in  securities  traded  in 
the  over-the-counter  market.  In  addi¬ 
tion,  the  amendment  omits  previous  re¬ 
quirements  that  debt  securities  pur¬ 
chased  by  Applicant  or  comparable 
securities  of  the  same  issuer,  be  quoted 
in  recognized  securities  markets. 

’The  amendment  permits  Applicant  to 
invest  in  common  or  preferr^  stocks 
issued  by  insurance  companies,  trust 
companies,  national  banking  associa¬ 
tions  and  other  banking  corporations 
and  insurers  which  are  not  corporations. 

Applicant  states  that  the  proposed 
amendment  would  be  consistent  with 
Applicant’s  original  purpose  of  giving 
Massachusetts  savings  banks  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  invest  in  a  fund  which  Is  per¬ 
mitted  to  invest  in  a  broader  range  of 
secmlties  than  such  banks  may  invest 
in  directly. 

Since  the  December  17, 1946,  order  was 
predicated  upon  Applicant’s  Investment 
powers  as  stated  in  the  application  for 
that  order.  Applicant  seeks  the  instant 
supplementary  order  to  permit  the 
amendment  of  its  investment  powers. 

Notice  Is  further  given  that  any  inter¬ 
ested  person  may,  not  later  than  July  24, 
1972  at  5:30  pm.,  submit  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion  in  writing  a  request  for  a  hearing  on 
the  matter  accompanied  by  a  statement 
as  to  the  nature  of  his  interest,  the  rea¬ 
son  for  such  request  and  the  issues  of 
fact  or  law  propx)sed  to  be  controverted, 
or  he  may  request  that  he  be  notified  if 
the  Commission  should  order  a  hearing 
thereon.  Any  such  communication  should 
be  addressed:  Secretary.  Securities  and 
Exchange  CommLsslon,  Washington,  D.C. 
20549.  A  copy  of  such  request  shall  be 
served  personally  or  by  mail  (airmail  if 
the  person  being  served  is  located  more 
than  500  miles  from  the  point  of  mailing) 
upon  Applicant  In  care  of  Gaston,  Snow% 
Motley  &  Holt,  82  Devonshire  Street, 
Boston,  MA  02109..Proof  of  such  service 
(by  affidavit  or  in  case  of  an  attorney  at 
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law  by  certificate)  shall  be  filed  con¬ 
temporaneously  with  the  request.  At  any 
time  after  said  date,  as  provided  by  Rule 
0-5  of  the  rules  and  regulations  promul¬ 
gated  imder  the  Act,  and  order  disposing 
of  the  application  herein  may  be  issued 
by  the  Commission  upon  the  basis  of  the 
information  stated  in  said  application, 
unless  an  order  for  hearing  upon  said 
application  shall  be  issued  upon  request 
or  upon  the  Commission’s  own  motion. 
Persons  who  request  a  hearing  or  advice 
as  to  whether  a  hearing  is  ordered,  will 
receive  notice  of  further  developments 
in  this  matter,  including  the  date  of  the 
hearing  (if  ordered)  and  any  postpone¬ 
ments  thereof. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division  of 
Corporate  Regulation,  pursuant  to  dele¬ 
gate  authority. 

[SEAL]  Gladys  E.  Greer, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

[FE  Doc.72-10379  Piled  7-6-72:8:47  amj 

SMALL  BUSINESS 
ADMINISTRATION 

[Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area  913; 

Class  B] 

CONNECTICUT 

Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area 

Whereas,  it  has  been  reported  that 
during  the  month  of  June  1972,  because 
of  the  effects  of  certain  disasters  damage 
resulted  to  homes  and  business  proF>erty 
located  in  the  State  of  Ccmnecticut; 

Whereas,  the  Small  Business  Admin¬ 
istration  has  investigated  and  has  re¬ 
ceived  other  reports  of  investigations  of 
conditions  in  the  areas  affected; 

Whereas,  after  reading  and  evaluating 
reports  of  such  conditions,  I  find  that 
the  conditions  in  such  areas  constitute  a 
catastrophe  within  the  purview  of  the 
Small  Business  Act,  as  amended. 

Now.  therefore,  as  Associate  Adminis¬ 
trator  for  Operations  and  Investment  of 
the  Small  Business  Administration,  I 
hereby  determine  that: 

1.  Applications  for  disaster  loans 
under  the  provisions  of  section  7(b)(1) 
of  the  Small  Business  Act,  as  amended, 
may  be  received  and  considered  by  the 
office  below  indicated  from  persons  or 
firms  whose  property  situated  in  the 
counties  of  Fairfield.  New  Haven,  and 
New  London,  Conn.,  suffered  damage  or 
destruction  resulting  from  flooding  be¬ 
ginning  on  Jime  19, 1972,  and  continuing. 

Office 

Small  Business  Administration  District  Office, 

450  Idain  Street,  Hartford,  CT  06103. 

2.  Applications  for  disaster  loans  under 
the  auOiority  of  this  declaration  will  not 
be  accepted  subsequent  to  September  30. 
1972. 

Dated:  June  22,  1972. 

Claude  Alexander, 
Associate  Administrator  for 
Operations  and  Investment. 

[PR  Doc.72-10374  Piled  7-6-72;8:47  am] 


NOTICES 

[Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area  910; 

Class  B] 

MASSACHUSEHS 

Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area 

Whereas,  it  has  been  reported  that 
during  the  month  of  March  1972,  be¬ 
cause  of  the  effects  of  a  certain  disaster, 
damage  resulted  to  business  property 
located  in  Wakefield,  Mass.; 

Whereas,  the  Small  Business  Admin¬ 
istration  has  investigated  and  has  re¬ 
ceived  other  reports  of  investigations 
of  conditions  in  the  area  affected; 

Whereas,  after  reading  and  evaluat¬ 
ing  reports  of  such  conditions,  I  find  that 
the  conditions  in  such  area  constitutes 
a  catastrophe  within  the  purview  of  the 
Small  Business  Act,  as  amended. 

Now.  therefore,  as  Associate  Admin¬ 
istrator  for  Operations  and  Investment 
of  the  Small  Business  Administration,  I 
hereby  determine  that: 

1.  Applications  for  disaster  loans  under 
the  provisions  of  section  7(b)(1)  of  the 
Small  Business  Act,  as  amended,  may 
be  received  and  considered  by  the  office 
below  indicated  from  persons  or  firms 
whose  property  situated  In  Wakefield, 
Mass.,  suffered  damage  or  destruction 
resulting  from  a  fire  occurring  on 
March  12,  1972. 

Office 

Small  Business  Administration  Regional 

Office,  John  Pltzgerald  Kennedy  Federal 

Building,  Government  Center,  Boston,  MA 

02203. 

2.  Applications  for  disaster  loans  under 
the  authority  of  this  declaration  will  not 
be  accepted  subsequent  to  September  30, 
1972. 

Dated:  June  13,  1972. 

Claude  Alexander, 
Associate  Administrator 
for  Operations  and  Investment. 

[PR  Doc.72-10372  FUed  7-6-72:8:46  am) 


[Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area  912; 

Class  B] 

MASSACHUSETTS 

Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area 

Whereas,  it  has  been  reported  that 
during  the  month  of  Jime  1972,  because 
of  the  effects  of  certain  disasters 
damage  resulted  to  business  property 
located  in  the  State  of  Massachusetts; 

Whereas,  the  Small  Business  Admin¬ 
istration  has  investigated  and  has  re¬ 
ceived  other  reports  of  investigations 
of  conditions  in  the  area  affected; 

Whereas,  after  reading  and  evaluat¬ 
ing  reports  of  such  conditions,  I  find  that 
the  conditions  in  such  area  constitutes 
a  catastrophe  within  the  purview  of  the 
Small  Business  Act,  as  amended. 

Now,  therefore,  as  Associate  Admin¬ 
istrator  for  Operations  and  Investment 
of  the  Small  Business  Administration,  I 
hereby  determine  that: 

1.  Applications  for  disaster  loans  under 
the  provisions  of  section  7(b)(1)  of  the 
Small  Business  Act,  as  amended,  may 
be  received  and  considered  by  the  offices 


below  indicated  from  persons  or  firms 
whose  property  situated  in  the  city  of 
Worcester,  Mass.,  suffered  damage  or 
destruction  resulting  from  floods  occur¬ 
ring  on  June  4,  1972. 

Offices 

Small  Business  Administration  Regional 
Office,  John  Pltzgerald  Kennedy  Federal 
Building,  Government  Center,  Boston, 
Mass.  02203. 

Worcester  Chamber  of  Commerce,  90  Madi¬ 
son  Street,  Worcester,  MA  01608. 

2.  Applications  for  disaster  loans  under 
the  authority  of  this  declaration  will  not 
be  accepted  subsequent  to  September  30, 
1972. 

Dated:  June  21,  1972. 

Claude  Alexander, 
Associate  Administrator 
for  Operations  and  Investment. 
[PR  Doc.72-10373  Plied  7-d-72;8:46  am] 


[Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area  909; 

Class  B] 

NORTH  DAKOTA 

Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area 

Whereas,  it  has  been  reported  that  dur¬ 
ing  the  month  of  May  1972,  because  of 
the  effects  of  certain  disasters  damage  re¬ 
sulted  to  homes  and  business  property 
located  in  the  State  of  North  Dakota; 

Whereas,  the  Small  Business  Adminis¬ 
tration  has  investigated  and  has  received 
other  reports  of  investigations  of  condi¬ 
tions  in  the  area  affected; 

Whereas,  after  reading  and  evaluating 
reports  of  such  conditions,  I  find  that  the 
conditions  in  such  area  constitutes  a 
catastrophe  within  the  purview  of  the 
Small  Business  Act,  as  amended. 

Now,  therefore,  as  Associate  Adminis¬ 
trator  for  Operations  and  Investment  of 
the  Small  Business  Administration,  I 
hereby  determine  that: 

1.  Applications  for  disaster  loans  under 
the  provisions  of  section  7(b)(1)  of  the 
Small  Business  Act,  as  amended,  may  be 
received  and  considered  by  the  office 
below  indicated  from  persons  or  firms 
whose  property  situated  in  the  covmties 
of  Grant,  Morton,  Mountrail,  Richland, 
Stark,  Steele,  and  Ward,  N.  Dak.,  suffered 
damage  or  destruction  resulting  from 
floods  beginning  on  May  17,  1972,  and 
continuing. 

Office 

Small  Business  Administration  District  Of¬ 
fice,  Federal  Office  Building,  Room  218, 

653  Second  Avenue  North,  Fargo,  ND  68102. 

2.  Applications  for  disaster  loans  imder 
the  authority  of  this  declaration  will  not 
be  accepted  subsequent  to  September  30, 
1972. 

Dated:  June  13, 1972. 

Claude  Alexander, 
Associate  Administrator 
for  Operations  and  Investment. 

[PR  Doc.72-10371  PUed  7-6-72;8:46  am) 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 


Office  of  the  Secretary 


DUCHESS  FOOTWEAR  CORP. 


All  workers  of  the  following  plants  and 
subsidiary  of  the  Duchess  Footwear  Corp., 
Salem,  Mass.,  employed  in  work  related  to 
the  production,  sale,  and  distribution  of 
women’s  dress  and  casual  footwear  who  be¬ 
came  or  will  become  unemployed  or  under¬ 
employed  after  the  following  dates,  are 
eligible  to  apply  for  adjustment  assistance 
under  title  III,  chapter  3,  of  the  Trade  Ex¬ 
pansion  Act  of  1962: 


NOTICES 


Dover,  N.H.,  March  7,  1970. 

South  Berwick,  Maine,  April  16, 1971. 
Buskens  (Dover,  NJl.),  April  16, 1971. 
Salem,  Mass.,  June  25, 1971. 


Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  30th 
day  of  June  1972. 


Notice  of  Certification  of  Eligibility  of 
Workers  To  Apply  for  Adjustment 
Assistance 


Under  date  of  June  2,  1972,  the  U.S. 
Tariff  Commission  made  a  report  of  the 
results  of  its  investigation  (TEA-W-139) 
imder  section  301(c)(2)  of  the  Trade 
Expansion  Act  of  1962  (76  Stat.  884)  in 
response  to  a  petition  for  determination 
of  eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance  submitted  on  behalf  of  workers 
of  Duchess  Footwear  Corp.,  Salem,  Mass., 
plants.  In  this  report,  the  Commission 
found  that  articles  like  or  directly  com¬ 
petitive  with  the  women’s  dress  and  cas¬ 
ual  footwear  of  the  types  produced  by  the 
plants  of  Duchess  Footwear  Corp.  are, 
as  a  result  in  major  part  of  concessions 
granted  imder  trade  agreements,  being 
imported  into  the  United  States  in  such 
increased  quantities  as  to  cause,  or 
threaten  to  cause,  the  unemployment  or 
underemployment  of  a  significant  num¬ 
ber  or  proportion  of  the  workers  of  that 
firm. 

Upon  receipt  of  the  Tariff  Commis¬ 
sion’s  affirmative  finding,  the  Depart¬ 
ment,  through  the  Acting  Director  of  the 
Office  of  Foreign  Economic  Policy,  Bureau 
of  International  Labor  Affairs,  instituted 
an  investigation.  Following  this,  the  Act¬ 
ing  Director  made  a  recommendation  to 
me  relating  to  the  matter  of  certification 
(Notice  of  Delegation  of  Authority  and 
Notice  of  Investigation.  34  F.R.  18342;  37 
P.R.  11754,  2472;  29  CFR  Part  90).  In  the 
recommendation,  she  noted  that  imports 
of  products  like  or  directly  competitive 
with  women’s  dress  and  casual  footwear 
of  the  types  produced  by  the  plants  of 
Duchess  Footwear  Corp.  increased  sub¬ 
stantially  during  1970-72,  as  a  result  the 
company  cut  back  production  and  em¬ 
ployment  levels. 

Employment  levels  at  the  Dover,  N.H., 
plant  began  to  drop  in  March  1970  and 
continued  until  the  plant  closed  in  Octo¬ 
ber  1970. 

The  trend  in  employment  at  the  South 
Berwick,  Maine,  plant  and  the  Buskens 
(Dover,  N.H.)  wholesale  subsidiary  began 
to  fall  in  April  1971  and  continued  as 
competitive  imports  continued  to  in¬ 
crease.  The  South  Berwick  plant  and 
Buskens  closed  in  March  1972.  Employ¬ 
ment  levels  at  the  Salem,  Mass.,  plant 
began  to  decline  in  June  1971.  The  Salem 
plant  is  still  operating,  but  at  substantial¬ 
ly  reduced  employment  levels. 

After  due  consideration,  I  make  the 
following  certification: 


Herbert  N.  Blackman, 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Trade  and  Adjustment  Policy. 
(FR  Doc.72-10394  Filed  7-6-72;8:48  ami 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 


[Notice  23] 

ASSIGNMENT  OF  HEARINGS 


June  30, 1972. 


Cases  assigned  for  hearing,  postpone¬ 
ment,  cancellation,  or  oral  argument  ap¬ 
pear  below  and  will  be  published  only 
once.  This  list  contains  prospective  as¬ 
signments  only  and  does  not  include 
cases  previously  assigned  hearing  dates. 
The  hearings  will  be  on  the  issues  as 
presently  reflected  in  the  official  docket 
of  the  Commission.  An  attempt  will  be 
made  to  publish  notices  of  cancellation 
of  hearings  as  promptly  as  possible,  but 
interested  parties  should  take  iq>pro- 
priate  steps  to  insure  that  they  are  noti¬ 
fied  of  cancellation  or  postponements  of 
hearings  in  which  they  are  interested. 


MC  109397  Sub  267,  Trl  State  Motor  Transit 
Co.,  now  being  assigned  hearing  July  24, 
1972  (1  week).  In  room  9207,  Federal  Build¬ 
ing,  450  Golden  Gate  Avenue,  San  Fran¬ 
cisco,  CA. 

MC  111383  Sub  33,  Braswell  Motor  Freight 
Lines,  Inc.,  now  assigned  July  10,  1972,  at 
Atlanta,  Oa..  Is  postponed  indefinitely. 

MC  123639  Sub  139,  J.  B.  Montgomery,  Inc., 
now  assigned  August  22,  1972,  at  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  advanced  to  August  8.  1972 
(1  day),  at  Denver,  Colo.,  In  a  hearing 
room  to  be  later  designated. 

MC-F-11443,  Glendennlng  Motorways,  Inc.— 
Purchase— Pick  Up  and  Delivery,  Inc. 
(Nathan  Torke,  assignee),  and  MC  43475 
Sub  53,  Glendennlng  Motorways,  Inc.,  now 
being  assigned  bearing  August  7,  1972  (1 
week).  In  room  1086A,  Everett  McKinley 
Dlrksen  Building,  219  South  Dearborn 
Street,  Chicago,  IL. 

MC  1035  Sub  3,  John  W.  Chandley,  doing 
business  as  Chandley  Cartage  Co.,  now 
assigned  July  5,  1972,  at  Henderson,  Ky.. 
hearing  Is  canceled  and  transferred  to 
modified  procedure. 


[seal] 


Joseph  M.  Harrington, 
Acting  Secretary. 
IFR  Doc.72-10427  Filed  7-6-72:8:51  am] 


[NoUce  24] 

ASSIGNMENT  OF  HEARINGS 


July  3, 1972. 

Cases  assigned  for  hearing,  postpone¬ 
ment,  cancellation,  or  oral  argument 
appear  below  and  will  be  published  only 
once.  This  list  contains  prospective  as¬ 
signments  only  and  does  not  include 
cases  previously  assigned  hearing  dates. 
The  hearings  will  be  on  the  issues  as 
presently  reflected  in  the  official  docket 
of  the  Commission.  An  attempt  will  be 
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made  to  publish  notices  of  cancellation  of 
hearings  as  promptly  as  possible,  but 
Interested  parties  should  take  appro¬ 
priate  steps  to  insure  that  they  are  noti¬ 
fied  of  cancellation  or  postponements  of 
hearings  in  which  they  are  interested. 

MC  136002  Sub  1.  Danielson  Aviation,  Inc., 
now  assigned  August  7,  1972,  at  Hartford, 
Conn.,  wlU  be  held  In  the  Connecticut  Pub¬ 
lic  Service  Commission,  State  Office  Build¬ 
ing,  Fifth  Floor,  165  Caplt<4  Avenue,  Hart¬ 
ford.  CT. 

FD  26901,  George  P.  Baker,  Richard  C.  Bond, 
Jervis  Langdon,  Jr.,  and  Willard  Wlrtz, 
trustees  (of  the  property),  of  Penn  Cen¬ 
tral  Transportation  Co.,  debtor.  Abandon¬ 
ment  portion  of  Holyoke  branch  between 
Simsbury,  Hartford  County,  Conn.,  and 
Westfield  and  Hampden  County.  Mass., 
now  assigned  July  31.  1972,  at  Springfield, 
Mass.,  will  be  held  at  the  Old  Federal 
Building,  436  Dwight  Street. 

MC-F-11616,  Jones  Truck  Lines,  Inc. — con¬ 
trol — Neylon  Freight  Lines,  Inc.,  now  being 
assigned  hearing  July  31,  1972,  will  be  held 
In  room  114,  601  East  12th  Street,  Kansas 
City,  MO. 

MC-F- 11280,  Gleason  Transportation  Co., 
Inc. — investigation  of  control — J.  J.  Mln- 
neban,  Inc.,  now  assigned  August  7,  1972, 
MC  29668  Sub  9,  M.  Deloghla  Trucking. 
Inc.,  now  assigned  August  3, 1972,  MC  51146 
Sub  249,  Schneider  Transport,  Inc.,  now 
assigned  August  9.  1972,  MC  106644  Sub 
127,  now  assigned  August  2, 1972,  at  Boston, 
Mass.,  will  be  held  In  room  221  IB,  John 
Fitzgerald  Kennedy  Building,  Government 
Center. 

MC  61592  Sub  240,  Jenkins  Truck  Line,  Inc., 
assigned  August  3,  1972,  MC  101010  Sub  27. 
Erie  Lackawanna  Railway  Oo.,  assigned 
July  31,  1972,  MC  133070  Sub  5,  Trans-Alr 
Service,  Inc.,  asslened  August  1,  1972,  will 
be  held  in  room  913.  Federal  Building,  111 
West  Huron  Street,  Buffalo,  NY. 

MC  136187,  Contract  Carrier  Corp.,  now  as¬ 
signed  July  11,  1972,  at  Washington,  D.C., 
postponed  to  October  10, 1973,  at  the  offices 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C. 

MC-C-7724  Monkem  Co.,  Inc. — Investigation 
and  revocation  of  certificates — now  as¬ 
signed  July  31,  1972,  at  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  Is 
canceled  and  transferred  to  modified 
procedures. 

FD  26962,  Chesapeake  and  Ohio  Railway  Co. 
Abandonment  Hot  Spring’s  branch,  near 
Falling  Spring,  In  Alleghany  and  Bath 
Counties,  Va.,  assigned  July  25,  1972,  will 
be  held  in  the  city  council  chamber,  city 
hall.  Court  and  Locust  Street,  Covington, 
Va. 

MC  108006  Sub  20,  Malslln  Transport.  Ltd., 
now  assigned  August  7,  1973,  at  Buffalo. 
N.T.,  canceled  and  reassigned  to  August  7, 
1972,  in  courtroom,  U.S.  Post  Office  and 
Federal  Building,  Second  Floor,  162  Arsenal 
Street.  Watertown.  NT. 

MC-C-7499,  Manhattan  Transit  Co..  Consoli¬ 
dated  Terminal  and  Travel  Bureau,  Inc., 
and  National  Tour  Brokers  Assoc. — peti¬ 
tion  for  declaratory  order,  assigned  July  31, 
1972,  will  be  held  In  room  E-2222,  26  Fed¬ 
eral  Plaza,  New  York,  NY. 

MC-135910.  Angelina  Johnson,  doing  busi¬ 
ness  as  Johnson  Enterprises,  now  assigned 
July  31.  1972,  MC  135988  Bob’S  Towing 
Service.  Inc.,  now  assigned  August  2,  1972, 
at  New  York,  N.Y.,  will  be  held  In  Court¬ 
room  A238.  26  Federal  Plaza. 

MC  136586,  Nlel  C.  Young,  doing  btLslness  as 
Young’s  Delivery  &  Pickup  Service,  now 
being  assigned  hearing  August  21,  1972  (3 
days),  at  Concord,  N.H.,  in  a  hearing  room 
to  be  later  designated. 

[SEAL]  Joseph  M.  Harrington, 

Acting  Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.72-10428  Filed  7-e-72;8:51  am] 
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NOTICES 


FOURTH  SECTION  APPLICATIONS 
FOR  RELIEF 

JuLT  3,  1972. 

Protests  to  the  granting  of  an  appli¬ 
cation  must  be  prepared  in  accordance 
with  Rule  1100.40  of  the  General  Rules 
of  Practice  (49  CFR  1100.40)  and  filed 
within  15  days  from  the  date  of  publica¬ 
tion  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

Long-and-Short  Haul 

PSA  No.  42462 — Lime  from  Clifstone, 
Tex.  Piled  by  Southwestern  Freight 
Bureau,  agent  (No.  B-330) ,  for  interested 
rail  carriers.  Rates  on  lime,  in  carloads, 
as  described  in  the  application,  from 
(Tlifstone,  Tex.,  to  points  in  eastern, 
southern,  and  southwestern  territories. 

Grounds  for  relief — Market  competi¬ 
tion. 

Tariffs — Supplements  37  and  10  to 
Southwestern  Freight  Bureau,  Agent, 
tariffs  ICC  4919  and  4997,  respectively. 
Rates  are  published  to  become  effective 
on  August  4, 1972. 

FSA  No.  42463 — Chemicals  between 
points  in  Louisiana  and  Texas  and  points 
in  eastern  and  southern  territories.  Filed 
by  Southwestern  Freight  Bureau,  agent 
(No.  B-314) ,  for  interested  rail  carriers. 
Rates  on  chemicals,  in  tank-car  loads,  as 
described  in  the  application,  between 
points  in  Louisiana  and  Texas,  on  the 
one  hand,  and  points  in  eastern  and 
southern  territories,  on  the  other. 

Grounds  for  relief — Market  competi¬ 
tion. 

Tariffs — Supplemoits  7  and  32  to 
Southwestern  Freight  Bureau,  Agent, 
tariffs  ICC  5002  and  4966,  respectively. 
Rates  are  published  to  become  effective 
on  August  1, 1972. 

FSA  No.  42464 — Boxes  and  related  ar~ 
tides  to  points  in  southern  territory. 
Filed  by  Southwestern  Freight  Bm-eau, 
agent  (No.  B-327),  for  interested  rail 
carriers.  Rates  on  boxes,  fiberboard, 
pulpboard,  or  strawboard,  etc.,  also 
paper,  pulpboard,  or  fiberboard,  etc.,  in 
carloads,  as  described  in  the  application, 
from  points  in  southwestern  territory,  to 
p>oints  in  southern  territory. 

Grounds  for  relief — Market  and  car¬ 
rier  competition. 

Tariff — Supplement  47  to  Southwest¬ 
ern  Freight  Bureau,  agent,  tariff  ICC 
4891.  Rates  are  published  to  become  ef¬ 
fective  on  August  7,  1972. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Joseph  M.  Harrington, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-10429  Filed  7-«-72;8:61  am) 


[Rev.  S.O.  994;  ICC  Order  68,  Arndt.  1] 

CENTRAL  RAILROAD  COMPANY  OF 
NEW  JERSEY 

Rerouting  or  Diversion  of  Traffic 

Up<Mi  further  consideration  of  ICC  Or¬ 
der  No.  68  (The  Central  Railroad  Com¬ 


pany  of  New  Jersey,  Robert  D.  Timpany, 
Trustee)  and  good  cause  appearing 
therefor: 

It  is  ordered.  That: 

ICC  Order  No.  68  be,  and  it  is  hereby 
amended  by  substituting  the  following 
paragraph  (f)  for  paragraph  (f)  thereof: 

(f)  Expiration  date.  This  order  shall 
expire  at  11:59  p.m.,  August  1,  1972,  un¬ 
less  otherwise  modified,  changed,  or  sus¬ 
pended. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  this  amend¬ 
ment  shall  become  effective  at  11 : 59  p.m., 
July  3,  1972,  and  that  this  order  shall 
be  served  upon  the  Association  of  Ameri¬ 
can  Railroads,  Car  Service  Division,  as 
agent  of  all  railroads  subscribing  to  the 
car  service  and  car  hire  agreement  under 
the  terms  of  that  agreement,  and  upon 
the  American  Short  Line  Railroad  As¬ 
sociation;  and  that  it  be  filed  with  the 
Director,  OflBce  of  the  Federal  Register. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  Jime  30, 
1972. 

Interstate  Commerce 
Commission, 

[seal]  R.  D.  Pfahler, 

Agent. 

[FR  Doc.72-10425  Filed  7-6-72:8:51  am] 


[Rev.  S.O.  994;  ICC  Order  71,  Arndt.  I] 

RAILROADS  OPERATING  IN  CERTAIN 
STATES 

Rerouting  or  Diversion  of  Traffic 

Upon  further  consideration  of  ICC  Or¬ 
der  No.  71  (Railroads  operating  in  the 
States  of  Virginia,  Maryland,  Delaware, 
Pennsylvania,  New  Jersey,  and  New 
York)  and  good  cause  appearing  there¬ 
for: 

It  is  ordered.  That: 

ICC  Order  No.  71  be,  and  it  is  hereby, 
amended  by  substituting  the  following 
paragraph  (g)  for  paragraph  (g)  there¬ 
of: 

(g)  Expiration  date.  This  order  shall 
expire  at  11:59  p.m.,  July  15, 1972,  unless 
otherwise  modified,  changed,  or  sus¬ 
pended. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  this  amend¬ 
ment  shall  become  effective  at  11:59  p.m., 
June  30,  1972,  and  that  this  order  shall 
be  served  upon  the  Association  of  Amer¬ 
ican  Railroads,  Car  Service  Division,  as 
agent  of  all  railroads  subscribing  to  the 
car  service  and  car  hire  agreement  imder 
the  terms  of  that  agreement,  and  upon 
the  American  Short  Line  Railroad  As¬ 
sociation:  and  that  it  be  filed  with  the 
Director,  Office  of  the  Federal  Register. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  June  30, 
1972. 

Interstate  Commerce 
Commission, 

[seal]  R.  D.  Pfahler, 

Agent. 

[FR  Doc.72-10426  Filed  7-6-72:8:51  am] 


[Notice  54] 

MOTOR  CARRIER,  BROKER,  WATER 

CARRIER,  AND  FREIGHT  FOR¬ 
WARDER  APPLICATIONS 

June  30,  1972. 

The  following  applications  (except  as 
otherwise  specifically  noted,  each  appli¬ 
cant  (cm  applications  filed  after 
March  27,  1972)  states  that  there  will 
be  no  significant  effect  on  the  quality  of 
the  human  environment  resulting  from 
approval  of  its  application),  are  gov¬ 
erned  by  §  1100.247  ‘  of  the  Commission’s 
general  rules  of  practice  (49  CFR,  as 
amended),  published  in  the  Federal 
Register,  issue  of  April  20, 1966,  effective 
May  20, 1966.  These  rules  provide,  among 
other  things,  that  a  protest  to  the  grant¬ 
ing  of  an  application  must  be  filed  with 
the  Commission  within  30  days  after  date 
of  notice  of  filing  of  the  application  is 
published  in  the  Federal  Register.  Fail¬ 
ure  seasonably  to  file  a  protest  will  be 
construed  as  a  waiver  of  opposition  and 
participation  in  the  proceeding.  A  pro¬ 
test  imder  these  rules  should  comply 
with  section  247(d)(3)  of  the  rules  of 
practice  which  requires  that  it  set  forth 
specifically  the  groimds  uixm  which  it  Is 
made,  contain  a  detailed  statement  of 
Protestant’s  interest  in  the  proceeding 
(including  a  copy  of  the  specific  portions 
of  its  authority  which  protestant  believes 
to  be  in  confiict  with  that  sought  in  the 
application,  and  describing  in  detail  the 
method — whether  by  joinder,  interline, 
or  other  means — by  which  protestant 
would  use  such  authority  to  provide  all 
or  part  of  the  service  proposed),  and 
shall  specify  with  particidarity  the  facts, 
matters,  and  things  relied  upim,  but 
shall  not  include  issues  or  allegations 
phrased  generally.  Protests  not  in 
reasonable  compliance  with  the  require¬ 
ments  of  the  rules  may  be  rejected.  The 
original  and  one  copy  of  the  protest  shall 
be  filed  with  the  Commission,  and  a  copy 
shall  be  served  concurrently  upon  appli¬ 
cant’s  representative,  or  applicant  if  no 
representative  is  named.  If  the  protest 
includes  a  request  for  oral  hearing,  such 
requests  shall  meet  the  requirements  of 
section  247(d)(4)  of  the  special  rules, 
and  shall  Include  the  certification  re¬ 
quired  therein. 

Section  247(f)  of  the  CommissiMi’s 
rules  of  practice  further  provides  that 
each  applicant  shall,  if  protests  to  its  ap¬ 
plication  have  been  filed,  and  within  60 
days  of  the  date  of  this  publication,  no¬ 
tify  the  Commission  in  writing  (1)  that 
it  is  ready  to  proceed  and  prosecute  the 
application,  or  (2)  that  it  wishes  to 
withdraw  the  application,  failure  in 
which  the  applicaticm  will  be  dismissed 
by  the  CommissiiHi. 

Further  processing  steps  (whether 
modified  procedure,  oral  hearing,  or 
other  procedures)  will  be  determined 
generally  in  accordance  with  the  Com- 

1  Copies  of  special  rule  247  (as  amended) 
can  be  obtained  by  writing  to  the  Secretary, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20423. 
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mission’s  general  policy  statement  con¬ 
cerning  motor  carrier  licensing  proce¬ 
dures,  published  in  the  Federal  Register, 
issue  of  May  3,  1966.  This  assignment 
will  be  by  Commission  order  which  will 
be  served  on  each  party  of  record. 
Broadening  amendments  will  not  be  ac¬ 
cepted  after  the  date  of  this  publication 
except  for  good  cause  shown,  and  re¬ 
strictive  amendments  will  not  be  enter¬ 
tained  following  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  a  notice  that  the 
proceeding  has  been  assigned  for  oral 
hearing. 

No.  MC  531  (Sub-No.  277),  filed 
May  30,  1972.  Applicant:  YOUNGER 
BROTHERS,  INC.,  4904  Griggs  Road, 
Post  Office  Box  14048,  Houston,  TX 
77021.  Applicant’s  representative:  Wray 
E.  Hughes  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Vinegar,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  San  Fran¬ 
cisco  and  Geyersville,  Calif.,  to  Chicago, 
Des  Plaines,  and  Streeter,  HI.;  Terre 
Haute.  Ind.,  and  Independence,  Mo. 
Note  :  Applicant  states  that  the  re¬ 
quested  authority  cannot  be  tacked  with 
its  existing  authority.  Common  control 
may  be  involved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held 
at  San  Francisco.  Calif. 

No.  MC  2202  (Sub-No.  409),  filed 
June  9,  1972.  Applicant:  ROADWAY 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  1077  Gorge  Boulevard, 
Post  Office  Box  471,  Akron,  OH  44309. 
Applicant’s  representative:  James  W. 
Conner  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  General 
commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value,  classes  A  and  B  explosives,  live¬ 
stock,  household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment)  serv¬ 
ing  the  plantsite  and  warehouse  facili¬ 
ties  of  Victor  Stanley,  Inc.,  at  Dunkirk, 
Md..  as  an  off-route  point  in  connection 
with  applicant’s  present  authority  to  and 
from  Washington.  D.C.  Note:  Common 
control  may  be  involved.  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it 
be  held  at  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  2900  (Sub-No.  228) ,  filed  June 
7,  1972.  Applicant:  RYDER  TRUCK 
LINES,  INC.,  2050  Kings  Road,  Jackson¬ 
ville,  FL  32203.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Robert  H.  Cleveland,  Post  Office 
Box  2408,  Jacksonville,  FL  32203.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular 
routes,  transporting:  General  commodi¬ 
ties  (except  those  of  imusual  value, 
classes  A  and  B  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment) .  serving  Goshen,  and 
Warsaw,  Ind.,  as  off-route  points  in  con¬ 
nection  with  carrier’s  otherwise  author¬ 
ized  routes.  Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held 
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at  Chicago,  HI.,  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  or 
Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  4963  (Sub-No.  36),  filed 
May  18,  1972.  Applicant:  ALLEGHANY 
CORPORATION,  doing  business  as 
JONES  MOTOR,  Bridge  Street  and 
Schuylkill  Road.  Spring  City.  Pa.  19475. 
Applicant's  representative:  Roland  Rice, 
Suite  618,  Perpetual  Building,  1111  E 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20004. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  Regular  routes: 
General  commodities  (except  those  of 
imusual  value,  classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission.  commodities  in  bulk,  and  those 
requiring  special  equipment),  (1)  be¬ 
tween  Wilmington,  Del.,  and  Salisbury, 
Md.;  from  Wilmington,  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  13  to  Salisbury,  and  return  over  the 
some  route,  (2)  between  junction  U.S. 
Highways  13  and  301S,  and  Cambridge, 
Md.;  from  Jimction  UB.  Highwa3rs  13 
and  301S  over  U.S.  Highway  301S  to 
junction  UB.  Highway  301N;  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  301N  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  213;  thence  over  UB.  Highway 
213  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  50;  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  50  to  jimction  Mary¬ 
land  Highway  343;  smd  thence  over 
Maryland  Highway  343  to  Cambridge, 
and  return  over  the  same  route;  (3)  be¬ 
tween  junction  U.S.  Highways  13  and  113, 
and  Berlin,  Md.;  from  junction  U.S. 
Highways  13  and  113  over  UB.  Highway 
113  to  Berlin,  and  return  over  the  same 
route.  Serving  in  connection  with  the 
routes  authorized  in  the  three  para¬ 
graphs  next  above,  all  intermediate 
points,  off-route  points  in  Delaware,  off- 
route  points  in  that  part  of  Pennsylvania 
on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Maryland-Pennsylvania  State  line  and 
extending  along  UB.  Highway  1  to  junc¬ 
tion  Pennsylvania  Highway  10;  thence 
along  Pennsylvania  Highway  10  to  junc- 
ti(»i  UB.  Highway  30,  and  on  and  south 
of  a  line  beginning  at  junction  UB. 
Highway  30  and  Pennsylvania  Highway 
10  smd  extending  sdong  n.S.  Highway  30 
to  junction  unnumbered  highway;  thence 
sdong  unnumbered  highway  through 
Coatesville,  Pa.,  to  junction  UB.  High¬ 
way  30  near  Downington,  Pa.,  smd  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  30  to  the  Pennsyl- 
vsmla-New  Jersey  State  line  (including 
Philadelphlsi,  Pa.),  smd  the  off -route 
points  of  Aberdeen,  smd  Havre  de  Grace. 
Md..  smd  points  in  that  part  of  Marylsmd 
east  of  the  Susquehsmna  River  smd  Ches¬ 
apeake  Bay. 

(4)  Between  Wilmington,  Del.,  and 
BsdUmore,  Md.;  from  Wilmington  over 
U.S.  Highway  13  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  40,  smd  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
40  to  Baltimore,  smd  return  over  the 
ssune  route,  (5)  between  Wilmington, 
Del.,  smd  Harrisburg,  Pa.;  from  Wilming¬ 
ton  over  Delaware  Highway  48  to  junc¬ 
tion  Delaware  Highway  41,  thence  over 
Delaware  Highway  41  to  the  Delaware- 
Pennsylvanla  State  line,  thence  over 
Pennsylvsmia  Highway  41  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  30,  thence  over  UB.  High¬ 
way  30  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  230, 
and  thence  over  UB.  Highway  230  to 
Harrisburg,  and  return  over  the  same 
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route.  Serving  in  connection  with  the 
two  routes  authorized  next  above  all  in¬ 
termediate  points,  off -route  points  in 
New  Csistle  County,  Del.,  off-route  points 
in  Pennsylvania  east  of  a  line  beginning 
at  Harrisburg.  Pa.,  smd  extending  sdong 
Interstate  Highway  83  (formerly  UB. 
Highway  111)  to  jimction  Pennsylvsmia 
Highway  295  (formerly  U.S.  Highway 
111),  thence  along  Pennsylvania  High¬ 
way  295  via  Strinestown  smd  Zlons  View, 
Pa.,  to  junction  unnumbered  highway 
(formerly  U.S.  Highway  111),  thence 
along  unnumbered  highway  to  junction 
Interstate  Highway  83  (formerly  U.S. 
Highway  111);  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  83  to  junction  unnumbered 
highway  (formerly  U.S.  Highway  111), 
thence  along  unnumbered  highway  via 
Jacobus  and  Shrewsbury.  Pa.,  to  the 
Pennsylvania-Maryland  State  line,  smd 
south  of  a  line  beginning  at  Hsurlsburg, 
Pa.,  and  extending  silong  U.S.  Highway  22 
to  juncticm  Pennsylvania  Highway  39, 
thence  along  Pennsylvsmia  Highway  39  to 
Mansidahill.  Pa.,  thence  stlong  unnum¬ 
bered  highwsiy  through  Shellsville,  Grsm- 
ItevUle,  Esist  Hanover,  Ono,  smd  Jones¬ 
town,  Pa.,  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  22. 
thence  stlong  UB.  Highway  22  to  jimction 
imnumbered  highway,  thence  sdong  un¬ 
numbered  highway  through  Allentown, 
Butztown,  West  Esiston,  smd  Eswton,  Pa., 
to  the  Delawsure  River,  and  off-route 
points  in  Maryland  east  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Msuylsmd-Pennsylvsmla 
State  line  smd  extending  along  Mary¬ 
lsmd  Highway  45  to  Cockeysvllle,  Md., 
thence  sdong  Msuylsmd  Hlf^way  45  to 
Bsdtlmore,  Md..  smd  north  of  the  south¬ 
ern  boundary  of  Kent  County,  Md.,  in¬ 
cluding  points  on  the  indicated  portions 
of  the  hle^wairs  specified. 

Restriction:  The  service  authorized  in  . 
the  two  parsigraphs  next  above  is  subject 
to  the  following  conditions:  The  author¬ 
ity  to  serve  Wilmington,  Del.,  is  restricted 
against  the  performsmce  of  service  in 
those  portions  of  the  commercial  zone 
thereof,  su  defined  by  the  Cmnmission 
which  lie  outside  of  New  Csutle  County, 
Del.  Alternate  route:  General  commodi¬ 
ties  (except  those  of  unusual  vsilue, 
clsksses  A  smd  B  explosives,  household 
goods  SIS  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk  smd  those  requiring 
specisil  equipment,  for  operating  con¬ 
venience  only) .  between  Bsdtimore,  Md., 
smd  Sesiford,  Del.;  from  Bsdtimore  over 
Msuylsmd  Highway  648  to  junction  In¬ 
terstate  695,  thence  over  Interstate  High¬ 
way  695  to  junction  Maryland  Highway 
3.  thence  over  Marylsmd  Highway  3  to 
junctiixi  Marylsmd  Highway  100,  thence 
Msirylsmd  Highway  100  to  junction 
Msuylsmd  Highway  2.  thence  Msu^land 
Highway  2  to  jimction  U.S.  Highway  50, 
thence  over  UB.  Highway  50  to  junction 
Marylsmd  Highway  404,  thence  Marylsmd 
Highway  404  to  Delaware  Highway  404, 
thence  over  Delaware  Highway  404  to 
juncticm  U.S.  Highway  13,  thence  U.S. 
Highway  13  to  Sesiford  and  return  over 
the  ssune  routes.  Regular  routes:  General 
commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
vsilue,  livestock,  clsisses  A  and  B  explo¬ 
sives.  household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commissicm,  commodities  in  bulk,  com¬ 
modities  requiring  specisd  equipment. 
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and  those  injurious  or  contaminating  to 
other  lading),  (1)  between  Sharon,  Pa., 
and  Erie,  Pa.,  serving  all  intermediate 
points  and  the  off-route  points  within  80 
miles  of  Erie  (except  Bradford  and 
Custer  City,  Pa.) ;  from  Sharon  over  U.S. 
Highway  62  to  Mercer,  Pa.,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  19  to  Junction  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  Highway  98,  thence  over  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  Highway  98  to  junction  Penn¬ 
sylvania  Highway  832,  thence  over 
Pennsylvania  Highway  832  to  junction 
Interstate  Highway  90,  thence  over  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  90  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  19,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  19 
to  Erie,  and  return  over  the  same  route. 
(2)  between  Kane,  Pa.,  and  Erie,  Pa., 
serving  all  intermediate  points,  and  the 
off -route  points  within  80  miles  of  Erie 
(except  Bradford  and  Custer  City,  Pa.) ; 
from  Kane  over  U.S.  Highw’ay  6  to  junc¬ 
tion  Pennsylvania  Highway  89  at  or  near 
Elgin,  Pa .,  thence  over  Pennsylvania 
Highway  89  to  Lnwville,  Pa.,  thence  over 
Pennsylvania  Highway  8  to  Erie,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route.  Note:  If  a 
hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  5470  (Sub-No.  67)  (Amend¬ 
ment)  ,  filed  May  10, 1972,  published  Fed¬ 
eral  Register,  issue  of  June  22, 1972,  and 
republished  as  amended  this  issue.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  TAJON,  INC.,  Rural  Delivery 
No.  5,  Post  Office  Box  146,  Mercer,  PA 
16137.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Donald  Cross,  Munsey  Building,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20004.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Alloys,  granular  refractories,  ores 
and  minerals,  in  dump  vehicle,  between 
Wilmingt(xi,  Del.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  the  United  States 
(exc^t  Alaska  and  Hawaii,  and  points 
in  Cumberland,  Salem,  Gloucester,  Cape 
May.  Atlantic,  Camden,  and  Burlington 
Counties,  N.J.).  Note:  Applicant  states 
that  the  requested  authority  cannot  be 
tacked  with  its  existing  authority.  No  du¬ 
plicate  authority  is  being  sought.  The 
purpose  of  this  republicaticm  is  to  correct 
the  commodities  proposed  to  be  trans¬ 
ported.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  or  Buffalo,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  14702  (Sub-No.  38),  filed 
May  19,  1972.  Applicant:  OHIO  PAST 
FREIGHT,  INC.,  Post  OflSce  Box  808, 
Warren,  OH  44482.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Paul  P.  Beery,  88  East  Broad 
Street,  Columbus,  OH  43215.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Wallboard,  insulating 
material,  and  materials  and  supplies  used 
in  the  installation  of  wallboard  and  in¬ 
sulating  materials,  from  Marietta,  Pa.,  to 
points  in  Indiana,  Michigan  on  and  south 
of  Michigan  Highway  46,  and  the  Chi¬ 
cago,  HI.,  Commercial  Zone;  and  (2) 
damaged  or  defective  shipments  of  the 
above  specified  commodities,  from  points 
in  the  above-described  destinations  to 
Marietta,  Pa.  Note:  Applicant  states 
that  the  requested  authority  cannot  be 
tacked  with  its  existing  authority.  If  a 
hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Columbus,  Ohio. 


No.  MC  14702  (Sub-No.  39),  filed 
June  1.  1972.  Applicant:  OHIO  FAST 
FREIGHT,  INC.,  Post  Office  Box  808, 
Wauren,  OH  44482.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Paul  F.  Beery,  88  East  Broad 
Street,  Columbus.  OH  43215.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (l)(a)  Roofing  material, 
and  materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
installation  of  roofing  material,  from 
Manville,  N.J..  to  points  in  Indiana, 
those  in  Michigan  south  of  Michigan 
Highway  46,  and  the  Chicago  commer¬ 
cial  zone,  and  (b)  damaged  or  defective 
shipments  of  the  above  specified  com¬ 
modities,  from  points  in  the  above  de¬ 
scribed  destinations  to  Manville,  N.J., 
and  (2)  insulating  material  and  mate¬ 
rials  and  supplies  used  in  the  installation 
of  insulating  material,  from  Richmond, 
Ind.,  to  points  in  West  Virginia,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  New  Jersey,  Virginia.  Mary¬ 
land,  New  York,  and  the  District  of 
Columbia,  and  (b)  damaged  or  defective 
shipments  of  the  above-specified  com¬ 
modities,  from  points  in  the  above- 
described  destination  to  Richmond.  Ind. 
Note  :  Applicant  states  that  the  re¬ 
quested  authority  cannot  be  tacked  with 
its  existing  authority.  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it 
be  held  at  Columbus,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  16903  (Sub-No.  32).  filed 
June  6,  1972.  Applicant:  MOON 

FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  120  West 
Grimes  Lane,  Bloomington,  IN  47402. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Walter  F. 
Jones,  Jr.,  601  Chamber  of  Commerce 
Building,  Indianapolis,  Ind.  46204.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Manufactured 
cement  and  natural  aggregate  veneer  for 
floors,  walls,  and  exterior  pavers,  from 
Lake  Worth,  Fla.,  to  points  in  Alabama, 
Arkansas,  Connecticut,  Delaware,  Geor¬ 
gia.  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Louisiana,  Maine,  Maryland, 
Massachusetts,  Michigan,  Minnesota, 
Mississippi,  Missouri,  Nebraska,  New 
Jersey,  New  York,  New  Hampshire.  North 
Carolina,  Ohio,  Oklahoma,  Pennsylvania, 
Rhode  Island,  South  Carolina,  Tennes¬ 
see,  Texas,  Vermont.  Virginia,  Wiscon¬ 
sin,  and  the  District  of  Columbia,  and 
(2)  materials  used  in  the  manufacture 
of  cement  and  natural  aggregate  veneer 
(except  cement),  from  the  destination 
territory  in  (1)  above  to  Lake  Worth, 
Fla.  Note:  Applicant  states  that  the  re¬ 
quested  authority  cannot  be  tacked  wdth 
its  existing  authority.  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessaiy,  applicant  requests  it 
be  held  at  Washington,  D.C.,  or  Miami, 
Fla. 

No.  MC  18535  (Sub-No.  54).  filed  May 
15.  1972.  Applicant:  HICKLIN  MOTOR 
LINE,  INC.,  Box  377  (U,S.  Highway  No. 
601) ,  St.  Matthews.  SC  29135.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Lawrence  M.  Gressette, 
Jr.,  Post  Oflace  Box  346,  St.  Matthews, 
SC  29135.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Sand, 
gravel,  stabilizer,  and  aggregates  in  bulk, 
in  dump  trailers,  and  in  bags,  from  the 


plantsite  of  Southern  Products  and  Silica 
Co.,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Hoffman,  N.C.,  to 
points  in  South  Carolina.  Note:  Appli¬ 
cant  states  that  the  requested  authority 
cannot  be  tacked  with  its  existing  au¬ 
thority.  Common  control  may  be  in¬ 
volved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Columbia 
or  Orangeburg,  S.C.,  or  Charlotte,  N.C. 

No.  MC  29886  (Sub-No.  282) .  filed  June 
7.  1972.  Applicant:  DALLAS  &  MAVIS 
FORWARDING  CO.,  INC.,  4000  West 
Sample  Street,  South  Bend,  IN  46621. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Charles  Pie- 
roni  (same  address  as  applicant).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (A)  (1)  Street 

maintenance,  repair,  and  cleaning 
equipment:  (2)  truck  tractors;  (3)  truck 
bodies  and  truck  beds;  (4)  cranes,  hoists, 
and  power  gates,  designed  for  use  on 
truck  bodies,  and  (5)  parts,  attachments, 
and  accessories,  for  the  commodities  de¬ 
scribed  in  (1)  through  (4),  from  Bowl¬ 
ing  Green,  Ohio  and  Ottawa,  Kans.,  to 
points  in  the  United  States  (except  Alas¬ 
ka  and  Hawaii)  and  (B)  Commodities 
described  in  (A),  which  at  the  time  of 
movement  are  being  transported  for  pur¬ 
poses  of  show,  display,  or  experiment  and 
not  for  sale  and  incidental  parapher¬ 
nalia,  between  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  Alaska  and  Hawaii). 
Note:  Applicsmt  states  that  the  re¬ 
quested  authority  can  be  tacked  with  its 
existing  authority,  but  indicates  that  it 
has  no  present  intention  to  tack  and 
therefore  does  not  identify  the  p>oints  or 
territories  which  can  be  served  through 
tacking.  Persons  interested  in  the  tacking 
possibilities  are  cautioned  that  failure  to 
oppose  the  application  may  result  in  an 
imrestricted  grant  of  authority.  If  a 
hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Toledo,  Ohio,  Co¬ 
lumbus,  Ohio,  Chicago,  HI.,  or  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C. 

No.  MC  40978  (Sub-No.  20),  filed 
May  17,  1972.  Applicant:  CHAIR  CITY 
MOTOR  EXPRESS  COMPANY,  a  cor¬ 
poration,  3321  Business  Highway  141 
South,  Sheboygan,  WI  53081.  Applicant’s 
representative:  William  C.  Dineen,  710 
North  Plankinton  Avenue,  Milwaukee, 
WI  53203.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  New 
institutional,  household,  and  office  fur¬ 
niture,  fixtures,  and  equipment,  from 
points  in  Wisconsin  to  points  in  Minne¬ 
sota.  Note:  Applicant  states  that  tack¬ 
ing  could  take  place  with  MC  40978 
Sub-Nos.  4,  7,  9,  10,  and  14.  If  a  hearing 
is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests 
it  be  held  at  Milwaukee,  Wis. 

No.  MC  42487  (Sub-No.  791)  (Correc¬ 
tion),  filed  May  30,  1972,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  issue  of  June  29, 
1972,  and  republished  in  part,  as  cor¬ 
rected  this  issue.  Applicant:  CONSOLI¬ 
DATED  FREIGH’TWAYS  CORPORA¬ 
TION  OP  DELAWARE,  175  Linfleld 
Drive,  Menlo  Park,  CA  94025.  Applicant’s 
representative:  E.  T.  Liipfert,  Suite  1100, 
1660  L  Street  NW.,  Washington,  DC 
20036.  Note:  The  purpose  of  this  partial 
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republication  Is  to  reflect  the  correct 
docket  number  assigned  thereto  as  MC 
42487  Sub  791  in  lieu  of  MC  42478  Sub 
791.  The  rest  of  the  application  remains 
as  previously  published. 

No.  MC  44639  (Sub-No.  56),  flled 
June  1,  1972.  Applicant:  L.  &  M.  EX¬ 
PRESS  CO.,  INC.,  220  Ridge  Road, 
Lyndhurst,  NJ  07071.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Herman  B.  J.  Weckstein,  60 
Park  Place,  Newark,  NJ  07102.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Wearing  apparel  and  ma¬ 
terials  and  supplies  used  in  the  manu¬ 
facture  of  wearing  apparel,  between 
Enfleld,  N.C.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  Crewe,  Va.,  and  Salem,  N.J. 
Note:  Applicant  states  that  he  desires 
the  requested  authority  to  be  tacked 
with  all  ope^ions  at  Crewe,  Va.,  au¬ 
thorized  in  Me  44639  and  sub  numbers. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  ap¬ 
plicant  requests  it  be  held  at  New  York. 
N.Y.,  or  Washington,  D.C, 

No.  MC  52704  (Sub-No.  90).  flled 
May  31,  1972.  Applicant:  GLENN  MC¬ 
CLENDON  TRUCKING  COMPANY, 
INC.,  Post  Office  Drawer  “H”,  Lafayette, 
AL  36862.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Archie  B.  Culbreth.  Suite  246,  1252  West 
Peachtree  Street  NW.,  Atlanta,  OA  30309. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Sugar 
(except  in  bulk),  from  Reserve,  La.,  to 
points  in  Virginia  and  West  Virginia. 
Note:  Applicant  states  that  the  re¬ 
quested  authority  cannot  be  tacked  with 
its  existing  authority.  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it 
be  held  at  Atlanta,  Oa. 

No.  MC  52861  (Sub-No.  28).  flled  June 
9.  1972.  Applicant:  WILLIS  TRUCK¬ 
ING,  INC.,  2535  Center  Street.  Cleve¬ 
land,  OH  43213.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Paul  P.  Beery,  88  East  Broad 
Street,  Columbus,  OH  43215.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregiilar  routes, 
transporting:  (a)  Scrap  steel  pigs,  in 
bulk,  in  dump  vehicles,  and  (b)  -ferro 
alloys,  between  Toledo,  Ohio,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Illi¬ 
nois,  Indiana,  Michigan,  and  Ohio. 
Note:  Applicant  states  that  the  re¬ 
quested  authority  cannot  be  tacked  with 
its  existing  authority.  Applicant  holds 
•  contract  carrier  authority  under  MC 
127864,  therefore  dual  operations  may 
be  involved.  Common  control  may  also 
be  involved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  nec¬ 
essary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at 
Columbus,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  61396  (Sub-No.  233),  flled 
May  8.  1972.  Applicant:  HERMAN 
BROS.  INC.,  Post  Office  Box  189-2501 
11th  Street,  Omaha,  NE  68101.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Dale  O.  Herman 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Cement,  in  bulk,  and  in 
packages,  from  plantsite  of  Penn-Dixle 
Cement  Corp.  in  or  near  Kingsport, 
Tenn.,  to  points  in  Georgia,  Kentucky, 
North  Carolina,  Tennessee,  Virginia, 


West  Virginia,  and  South  Carolina. 
Note:  Applicant  states  that  the  re¬ 
quested  authority  cannot  be  tacked  with 
its  existing  authority.  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it 
be  held  at  Omaha,  Nebr.,  or  New  York, 
N.Y. 

No.  MC  63417  (Sub-No.  43).  flled 
June  12.  1972.  AppUcant:  BLUE  RIDGE 
TRANSFER  COMPANY.  INC.,  1814  Hol¬ 
lins  Road  NE.,  Post  Office  Box  2888, 
Roanoke,  VA  24001.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Nancy  Pyeatt,  420  Executive 
BuUding,  1030  15th  Street  NW..  Wash¬ 
ington.  DC  20005.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Water  heaters,  from  the  plantsite 
of  Rheem  Manufacturing  Co.,  at  Mont¬ 
gomery,  Ala.,  to  points  in  Alabama. 
Florida,  Oeor^a,  Kentucky,  North  Caro¬ 
lina,  South  Carolina,  Tennessee,  and 
Virginia.  Note  :  Applicant  states  that  the 
requested  authority  cannot  be  tacked 
with  its  existing  authority.  If  a  hearing 
is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests 
it  be  held  at  Chicago,  Ill.,  or  Mont¬ 
gomery,  Ala. 

No.  MC  67020  (Sub-No.  14)  (Correc¬ 
tion),  flled  May  19,  1972,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register,  issue  of  June  29, 
1972,  and  republished  in  part,  as  cor- 
rected  this  issue.  Applicant:  SEA’TTLE 
'TRANSFER  &  STORAGE  COMPANY, 
a  Corporation.  26  South  Hanford  Street, 
Seattle,  WA  98134.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Austin  H.  Bowman  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant).  Note:  The  purpose 
of  this  partial  republication  is  to  reflect 
the  correct  docket  number  assigned 
thereto  as  MC  67020  (Sub-No.  14)  in 
lieu  of  MC  67020  (Sub-No.  4) .  ’The  rest 
of  the  application  remains  the  same. 

No.  MC  74321  (Sub-No.  57).  flled 
June  2. 1972.  Applicant:  B.  F.  WALKEA, 
INC.,  650  17th  Street.  Denver.  CO  80202. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Richard  P. 
Kissinger  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Pipe,  tub¬ 
ing,  pipe  fittings,  and  pipe  accessories,  in 
str^ght  or  mixed  truckloads,  from  Lone 
Star.  Tex.,  and  points  within  5  miles 
thereof,  to  points  in  Arizona,  Colorado. 
Kansas,  Louisiana,  Montana,  Nebraska, 
Nevada,  New  Mexico,  Nor^  Dakota, 
Oklahoma,  South  Dakota,  Utah,  and 
Wyoming.  Note:  Applicant  states  that 
the  requested  authority  cannot  be  tacked 
with  its  existing  authority.  Applicant  fur¬ 
ther  states  that  no  duplicating  authority 
is  being  sought.  ’The  instant  application 
is  accompanied  by  a  motion  to  dismiss.  If 
a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Dallas  and  Fort 
Worth,  Tex. 

No.  MC  74321  (Sub-No.  58).  flled 
June  5,  1972.  Applicant:  B.  F.  WALKER, 
INC.,  650  17th  Street,  Denver,  CO  80202. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Richard  P. 
Kissinger  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vriiicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Trail¬ 
ers,  trailer  chassis,  transporters,  conver¬ 
ter  dollies,  material  handling  equipment. 
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hightoay  maintenance  equipment,  and 
trucks;  and  (2)  parts  and  attachments, 
from  Denton,  Tex.,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  Alaska  and  Hawaii). 
Note  :  Applicant  states  that  it  holds  “size 
and  weight’’  authority  in  its  Sub-Nos.  10, 
32,  and  46,  “heavy  machinery’’  authority 
in  its  Sub-No.  34,  and  “self-propelled 
articles”  authority  in  its  Sub-No.  25 
which  could  conceivably  be  tacked  to  the 
authority  sought  in  the  instant  applica¬ 
tion.  However,  no  known  tacking  possi¬ 
bilities  are  feasible.  Applicant  further 
states  that  no  duplicating  authority  is 
being  sought.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at 
Dallas,  Tex.  or  Denver,  Colo. 

No.  MC  74321  (Sub-No.  59).  flled 
June  5,  1972.  Applicant:  B.  F.  WALKER. 
INC.,  650  17th  Street.  Denver,  CO  80202. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Richard  P. 
Kissinger  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irreg¬ 
ular  routes,  transporting:  Terminal  trac¬ 
tors,  from  Longview,  ’Tex.,  to  points  in 
the  United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii) .  Note:  Applicant  states  that  the 
requested  authority  cannot  be  tacked 
with  its  existing  authority.  If  a  hear¬ 
ing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  re¬ 
quests  it  be  held  at  Dallas.  Tex. 

No.  MC  76472  (Sub-No.  22),  flled 
June  5,  1972.  Applicant:  MA’TERIAL 
TRUCKING.  INC.,  924  South  Heald,  WU- 
mington,  DE  19801.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Leonard  A.  Jasklewlcz,  1730 
M  Street  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20036. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  rout^,  transporting:  Commodi¬ 
ties,  in  bulk,  in  dump  vehicles,  from  Wil- 
mingrton,  Del.,  to  points  in  Dtiaware, 
Maryland,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  P«m- 
sylvania,  Virginia,  and  West  Virginia. 
Note  :  Applicant  states  that  the  requested 
authority  cannot  be  tacked  with  its  ex¬ 
isting  authority.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at 
Washington,  D.C.,  or  Philadelphia,  Pa. 

No.  MC  85561  (Sub-No.  10).  flled  May 
10.  1972.  Applicant:  OLIVER  'TRUCK 
LINES,  INC.,  1238  South  Cleveland- 
Massillcm  Road.  Akron,  OH  44321.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  A.  Charles  Tell, 
100  East  Broad  Street,  Columbus,  OH 
43215.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vdiicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  General 
commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value,  classes  A  and  B  explosives,  house¬ 
hold  goods  as  defined  by  the  Conunlsslon, 
and  commodities  in  bulk,  between  Ken¬ 
sington,  Ohio,  cm  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Ohio;  restricted  (a) 
to  service  at  Kensington,  Ohio  for  pur¬ 
pose  of  interchange  of  traffic  only;  (b) 
against  the  transportation  of  traffic  orig¬ 
inating  at  or  destined  to  Kenslngtcm, 
Ohio;  and  (c)  against  the  tacking.  Join¬ 
ing  or  combining,  directly  or  indirect,  of 
the  authorities  granted  herein  with  any 
other  authority  held  by  applicant.  Note: 
Applicant  presently  holds  authority  to 
provide  the  propo^  services  between 
Summittville,  Ohio,  cm  the  erne  hand, 
and  on  the  other  points  in  Ohio,  but  seeks 
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no  duplicating  authority.  The  purpose  of 
this  application  is  to  seek  an  alternate 
gateway  for  the  interchange  of  traffic 
at  Kensington,  Ohio,  which  is  approxi¬ 
mately  7  miles  north  of  Summittville 
located  on  U.S.  Highway  30.  If  a  hearing 
is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests 
it  be  held  at  Ccriumbus,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  95304  (Sub-No.  15)  (Amend¬ 
ment)  ,  filed  December  30. 1971,  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  issue  of  April  6. 
1972,  and  republished  as  amended  this 
issue.  Applicant:  NORTHERN  NECK 
TRANSFER,  INC.,  Post  Office  Box  345, 
Montross,  VA  22520.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  L.  C.  Major,  Jr.,  Suite  301, 
Tavern  Square,  421  King  Street,  Alex¬ 
andria,  VA  22314.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Lumber  used  in  the  manufac¬ 
turing  of  pallets,  skids,  boxes,  crates,  and 
furniture,  from  points  in  that  portion  of 
the  State  of  Virginia  on  and  east  of  U.S. 
Highway  15,  extending  between  the  Vir- 
ginia-Maryland  State  line  on  the  north, 
and  the  Virginia-North  Carolina  State 
line  on  the  south,  to  points  in  Maryland, 
Pennsylvania,  New  York,  New  Jersey, 
Delaware,  and  the  District  of  Coliunbia; 
(2)  Lumber,  treated  piles  and  piling  from 
Warsaw.  Va.,  to  points  in  Connecticut, 
Massachusetts,  New  Hampshire,  Ver¬ 
mont,  Maine,  and  Rhode  Island;  (3)  Pal¬ 
lets,  toood,  set  up  or  knocked  down,  and 
pallet  parts,  from  Lome,  Va.,  to  points 
in  Maryland,  Delaware,  New  Jer^y, 
Pennsylvania,  New  Yoric,  Connecticut, 
Massachusetts,  Rhode  Island,  Ohio. 
North  Carolina,  and  the  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia;  and  (4)  Treated  lumber  and 
railroad  ties,  from  Fredericksburg,  Va., 
to  points  in  Connecticut  and  Massachu¬ 
setts.  Note:  Applicant  states  that  the  re¬ 
quested  authority  can  be  tacked  at  Mon- 
troos,  Va.,  a  point  in  the  commonly 
authorized  service  area  of  Westmore¬ 
land  County,  Va.,  at  which  point  its  pres¬ 
ent  general  office  and  terminal  is  located, 
so  as  to  provide  service  between  points 
in  the  above-specified  portiwi  of  Virginia 
involved  in  this  application,  cm  the  (me 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Mary¬ 
land.  Delaware,  Pennsylvania,  New  Jer¬ 
sey.  and  New  York.  The  sole  purpose  of 
this  republication  is  to  change  the  scope 
of  authority.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  nec¬ 
essary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at 
Washington,  D.C.,  or  Richmond,  Va. 

No.  MC  95540  (Sub-No.  851),  filed 
June  7.  1972.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  1120  West  Griffin 
Road,  Lakeland,  FL  33801.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Paul  E.  Weaver  (same 
address  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Animal  foods,  from  the  plant  of 
Landon  Co.  at  or  near  Delavan,  Wis.,  to 
points  in  Alabama,  Florida,  Georgia, 
Louisiana,  Mississippi,  North  Can^a, 
South  Carolina,  Tennessee,  and  Texas. 
Note:  Applicant  states  that  the  re¬ 
quested  authority  cannot  be  tacked  with 
its  existing  authority.  Conmum  control 
may  be  involved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held 
at  Chicago,  HI.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 


NOTICES 

No.  MC  95540  (Siffi-No.  852),  filed 
June  7,  1972.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  1120  West  Griffin 
Road,  Lakeland,  FL  33801.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Paul  E.  Weaver  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  fried  and  unfried  potato 
products,  from  Caribou,  Maine,  to  points 
in  Alabama,  Arkansas,  Coimecticut, 
Delaware.  Florida,  Georgia,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas, 
Kentucky.  Louisiana,  South  Carolina, 
Maryland,  Massachusetts,  Michigan, 
Mississippi,  North  Carolina,  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  Ohio,  Oklahoma,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  Tennessee,  Texas,  Virginia,  Ver¬ 
mont,  Washington,  D.C.,  and  West  Vir¬ 
ginia.  Note:  Applicant  states  that  the 
requested  authority  cannot  be  tacked 
with  its  existing  authority.  Commcm  ccm- 
trol  may  be  involved.  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it 
be  held  at  Portland,  Maine,  or  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C. 

No.  MC  102295  (Sub-No.  20),  filed 
May  31,  1972.  AppUcant:  GUY  HEAV- 
ENER,  INC.,  480  School  Lane,  Harleys- 
ville,  PA  19438.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  V.  Baker  Smith,  2107  ’The  Fidelity 
Building,  Philadelphia,  Pa.  19109.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Sand  and  stone, 
from  points  in  Beiics  County.  Pa.,  to 
points  in  Maine,  Vermcmt,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  Massachusetts,  I^ode  Island, 
Indiana,  Michigan,  Kentucky.  Tennessee, 
North  Carolina,  South  Carolina,  and  the 
counties  of  Cumberland,  Salem,  Glouces¬ 
ter.  Cape  May.  Atlantic,  Camden,  and 
Burlins^n.  N.J.  Note:  Applicant  states 
that  the  requested  authority  cannot  be 
tacked  with  its  existing  authority.  If  a 
hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Philadelphia,  Pa. 

No.  MC  103051  (Sub-No.  254),  filed 
May  12,  1972.  Applicant:  FLEET 

TRANSPORT  COMPANY,  INC.,  934 
44th  Avenue,  North,  Post  Office  Box 
90408,  Nashville.  TN  37209.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Gregory  A.  Presnell,  Post 
Office  Box  231,  Orlando,  FL  32802.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Salt,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  or  hopper  type  vehicles,  from  Cairo, 
Ga..  to  points  in  Alabama  and  Florida. 
Note:  Applicant  states  that  the  re¬ 
quested  authority  cannot  be  tacked  with 
its  existing  authority.  Common  control 
may  be  involved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held 
at  Jacksonville,  Fla.,  or  Atlanta,  Ga. 

No.  MC  103993  (Sub-No.  716),  filed 
May  31,  1972.  Applicant:  MORGAN 
DRIVE-AWAY,  INC.,  2800  West  Lexing¬ 
ton  Avenue,  EUkhart,  IN  46514.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Paul  D.  Borghe- 
sani  (same  address  as  applicant).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Trailers,  designed 
to  be  drawn  by  passmger  auUxnoUles,  in 
initial  movements,  and  buildings  and 
sections  of  buildings  on  imder  carriages, 
from  points  in  Mcmtana  (except  pc4nts 


in  Gallitin  and  Park  Counties,  Mont.) ,  to 
points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska  and  Hawaii).  Note:  Applicant 
states  that  the  requested  authority  can¬ 
not  be  tacked  with  its  existing  authority. 

If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Great  Falls, 
Mont. 

No.  MC  105045  (Sub-No.  33),  filed 
June  2,  1972.  Applicant:  R.  L.  JEh'FRIES 
TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  Post  Office  Box 
3277,  Ehransville,  IN  47701.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Paul  F.  Sullivan,  711 
Washington  Building,  15  th  Street  and 
New  York  Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  DC 
20005.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Com¬ 
modities  which  because  of  size  or  weight 
require  the  use  of  special  equiixnent  and 
related  machinery  parts  and  related  con¬ 
tractors,  materials,  and  supplies  when 
their  transportation  is  incidental  to  <xxn- 
modities  which  because  of  size  and 
weight  require  the  use  of  special -equip¬ 
ment  and  (2)  self-propelled  articles,  eacYi 
weighing  15,000  pounds  or  more  and  re¬ 
lated  machinery,  tools,  parts,  and  sup¬ 
plies  moving  in  connection  therewith,  re¬ 
stricted  to  commexlities  transported  cm 
trailers,  between  points  in  West  Virginia, 
Maryland,  Pennsylvania.  Virginia,  ancl 
the  District  of  Columbia,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Ohio, 
Indiana,  Illinois,  Kentucky,  and  Michi¬ 
gan.  Note:  Applicant  states  that  the  re¬ 
quested  authority  will  be  tacked  with  its 
Sub-Nos.  1  and  9  at  common  points  of 
service  at  points  in  Kentucky,  Indiana, 
and  Illinois.  Applicant  further  states 
that  no  duplicating  authority  is  beiirg 
sought.  Applicant  presently  holds  au¬ 
thority  to  perform  the  proposed  opera¬ 
tions  by  tacking  its  Subs  1  and  13  and  its 
Subs  9  and  13  and  by  observing  a  West 
Virginia  gateway,  except  with  respect  to 
Michigan  which  requires  the  observance 
of  both  West  Virginia  and  Kentucky  (or 
Indiana)  gateways.  It  seeks  to  eliminate 
its  gateways.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held 
at  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  106116  (Sub-No.  4),  filed 
May  30,  1972.  Applicant:  THEODORE 
MARABELLI,  doing  business  as  THEO¬ 
DORE  MARABELLI TRUCJKINO  LINES, 
Rural  Delivery  No.  2,  Tunkhannock,  PA 
18657.  Applicant’s  representative:  Ken¬ 
neth  R.  Davis,  999  Uni(m  Street,  Taylor,  ♦ 
PA  18517.  Authority  soiight  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Coal, 
from  points  in  Luzerne  Coimty,  Pa.  (ex¬ 
cept  Hazelton  and  JeanesviUe,  Pa.)  to 
Buffalo,  N.Y.  and  other  points  in  New 
York  east  of  a  line  tending  from  the  New 
York-Pennsylvanla  State  line  over  New 
York  Highway  12  to  Junction  New  York 
Highway  26,  thence  over  New  York  High¬ 
way  26  to  Antwerp,  N.Y.,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  11  to  Juncti(m  New  York  High¬ 
way  87  to  Ogdensburg,  N.Y.  Note:  Appli¬ 
cant  states  that  the  requested  authority 
cannot  be  tacked  with  its  existing  au¬ 
thority.  Common  control  may  be  in¬ 
volved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Scrant(m, 
Pa. 
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No.  MC  107002  (Sub-No.  417),  fUed 
June  12,  1972.  Applicant:  MILLER 

TRANSPORTERS,  INC.,  Post  Office  Box 
1123  (U.S.  Highway  80  West),  Jackson, 
MS  39205.  Applicant’s  representative: 
H.  D.  MUler,  Jr.,  Post  Office  Box  22567, 
Jackson,  MS  39205.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Ground  clay,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehi¬ 
cles,  from  Ripley,  Miss.,  to  points  in  the 
United  States  east  of  Montana,  Wyoming, 
Utah,  and  Arizona.  Note:  Applicant 
states  that  the  requested  authority  can¬ 
not  be  tacked  with  its  existing  authority. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Memphis, 
Tenn. 

No.  MC  107227  (Sub-No.  126),  filed 
June  12,  1972.  Applicant:  INSURED 
TRANSPORTERS,  INC.,  1944  Williams 
Street,  San  Leandro,  CA  94577.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  John  C.  Lyons. 
1418  Mills  Tower,  San  Francisco,  CA 
94104.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Motor 
vehicles  (except  (1)  trailers  and  farm 
tractors,  and  (2)  commodities  requiring 
special  equipment) ,  in  initial  movements, 
in  driveaway  and  truckaway  service,  and 
bodies,  cabs,  and  parts  of  accessories  for 
such  vehicles  when  moving  in  connection 
therewith,  from  Hayward,  Calif.,  to 
points  in  the  United  States  (except  Cali¬ 
fornia  and  Hawaii),  restricted  against 
transportation  from  Newark  and  San 
Leandro,  Calif.  Note:  Applicant  states 
that  the  requested  authority  cannot  be 
tacked  with  its  existing  authority.  If  a 
hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  San  Francisco, 
Calif. 

No.  MC  107993  (Sub-No.  22),  filed 
June  8,  1972.  Applicant:  J.  J.  WILLIS 
TRUCKING  COMPANY,  a  corporation, 
306  East  Second  Street,  Post  Office  Box 
2112,  Odessa.  TX  79760.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  J'.  G.  Dail,  Jr.,  1111  E  Street 
NW..  Washington,  DC  20004.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Plastic  pipe  and  plastic 
tubing,  from  Houston,  Tex.,  to  points  in 
the  United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii).  Note:  Applicant  states  that 
tacking  could  be  made  at  Houston,  Tex., 
with  presently  held  authorities,  although 
tacking  is  not  intended.  Persons  in¬ 
terested  in  tacking  possibilities  are  cau¬ 
tioned  that  failure  to  oppose  the  applica¬ 
tion  may  result  in  an  unrestricted  grant 
of  authority.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held 
at  Houston,  Tex. 

No.  MC  108207  (Sub-No.  351),  filed 
June  1, 1972.  Applicant:  FROZEN  POOD 
EXPRESS.  INC.,  318  Cadiz  Street.  Dallas. 
TX  75207.  Applicant’s  representative: 
J.  B.  Ham,  Post  Office  Box  5888,  Dallas, 
TX  75222.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Yeast,  from  Belle  Chasse,  La.,  to  points 
in  California.  Note:  Applicant  states  that 
the  requested  authority  cannot  be  tacked 
with  its  existing  authority.  If  a  hearing 


is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests 
it  be  held  at  Milwaukee,  Wis.,  or  Chicago, 

ni. 

No.  MC  108207  (Sub-No.  352),  filed 
Jime  1, 1972.  Applicant:  FROZEN  POOD 
EXPRESS.  INC.,  318  Cadiz  Street,  Dallas, 
TX  75207.  Applicant’s  representative: 
J.  B.  Ham,  Post  Office  Box  5888,  Dallas, 
’TX  75222.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Cheese 
and  commodities  dealt  in  by  retail  gift 
shops  or  retail  curio  shops,  when  moving 
in  mixed  loads  with  cheese,  from  Monroe, 
Wis.,  to  points  in  Arkansas,  Kansas, 
Louisiana,  Mississippi,  Missouri,  Okla¬ 
homa.  and  Texas.  Applicant  states  that 
the  requested  authority  cannot  be  tacked 
with  its  existing  authority.  If  a  hearing 
is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests 
it  be  held  at  Chicago,  Dl.,  or  Dallas,  Tex. 

No.  MC  109324  (Sub-No.  24),  filed 
May  30.  1972.  Applicant:  GARRISON 
MOTOR  FREIGHT.  INC.,  Post  Office 
Box  969,  Harrison,  AR  72601.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Louis  Tarlowskl,  914 
Pyramid  Life  Building,  Little  Rock,  Ark. 
72201.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
regular  routes,  transporting:  General 
commodities  (except  those  of  imusual 
value,  classes  A  and  B  explosives,  house¬ 
hold  goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
and  those  requiring  special  equipment), 

(1)  between  the  jimction  of  Arkansas 
Highways  16  and  330  and  Fairfield  Bay, 
Ark.,  over  Arkansas  Highway  330;  and 

(2)  between  Eureka  Springs,  Ark.,  and 
Holiday  Island  Suburban  Improvement 
District,  located  in  Carroll  Coimty,  Ark., 
over  Arkansas  Highway  23  and  unnum¬ 
bered  county  road  (Carroll  County, 
Ark.),  and  return  over  the  same  routes, 
and  serving  all  intermediate  points  in 

(1)  and  (2)  above.  Note:  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it 
be  held  at  Harrison  or  Little  Rock,  Ark. 

No.  MC  110420  (Sub-No.  659),  filed 
June  2.  1972.  Applicant:  QUALITY 
CARRIERS.  INC.,  Post  Office  Box  186, 
Pleasant  Prairie,  WI  53158.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Fred  H.  Figge  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Foundry  sand,  additives,  binders 
and/or  treating  compounds,  in  bulk,  from 
Albion,  Mich.,  to  points  in  Illinois  and 
Wisconsin.  Note:  Apolicant  states  that 
the  requested  authority  cannot  be  tacked 
with  its  existing  authority.  Common  con¬ 
trol  may  be  involved.  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessan^,  apolicant  requests  it 
be  held  at  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  110563  (Sub-No.  84).  filed 
June  5.  1972.  Applicant:  COLDWAY 
FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  Ohio  Building. 
Sidney,^  Ohio  45365.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Joseph  M.  Scanlan,  111  West 
Washington.  Chicago,  IL  60602.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Candy,  confec¬ 
tions,  and  confectionery  products,  and 

(2)  advertising  matter,  premiums,  and 


display  materials  when  shipped  in  the 
same  vehicle  with  the  ccmunodities  de¬ 
scribed  in  (1).  from  the  plantsite  and 
warehouses,  or  other  facilities  of  M  fc  M’s 
Candies,  Division  of  Mars,  Inc.,  at  or 
near  Elizabethtown,  Pa.,  to  points  in 
Ohio,  Kentucky,  Michigan,  Indiana,  Illi¬ 
nois,  Wisconsin,  and  Missouri,  restricted 
to  the  transportation  of  traffic  originat¬ 
ing  at  the  above  origins.  Note:  Applicant 
states  that  the  requested  authority  can¬ 
not  be  tacked  with  its  existing  authority. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Philadelphia, 
Pa.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  111878  (Sub-No.  6),  filed 
May  30.  1972.  AppUcant:  BABBITT 
BROS.,  INC.,  623  17tji  Avenue,  Bloomer, 
WI  54724.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Andrew  R.  Clark,  1000  First  National 
Bank  Building,  Minneapolis,  Minn.  55402. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Clean¬ 
ing,  scouring,  or.vxLshing  compounds,  in¬ 
cluding  derivatives  thereof  and  bubble 
bath  ingredients,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  between  Stanley,  Wis.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  oUier,  Muskegon, 
Mich.,  Cliicago,  Millsdale,  Elmwood,  and 
Lemont,  HI.,  and  points  within  5  miles 
of  Millsdale  and  Elmwood,  m.;  and  (2) 
milk  and  milk  products,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  that  part  of  Wisconsin  on 
and  north  of  U.S.  Highway  10  and  on 
and  west  of  Wisconsin  Highway  13,  to 
points  in  Alabama,  Arkansas,  Colorado, 
Delaware,  District  of  Coliunbia,  Florida, 
Georgia,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas, 
Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Maryland,  Michi¬ 
gan,  Minnesota,  Mississippi,  Missouri, 
Nebraska,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  North 
Carolina,  Ohio,  Oklahoma,  Pennsylvania, 
South  Carolina,  South  Dakota,  Tennes¬ 
see.  Texas,  Vir^nia,  and  West  Virginia. 
Note:  Applicant  states  that  the  re¬ 
quested  authority  cannot  be  tacked  with 
its  existing  authority.  Applicant  further 
states  that  no  duplicating  authority  is 
sought.  Common  control  may  be  in¬ 
volved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  neces¬ 
sary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at 
Minneapolis-St.  Paul,  Minn. 

No.  MC  113362  (Sub-No.  238),  filed 
June  12,  1972.  Applicant:  ELLSWOR’TH 
FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  310  East  Broad¬ 
way,  Eagle  Grove,  lA  50533.  Applicant’s 
representative:  James  Ellswor^,  4500 
North  State  Line  Road.  Texarkana,  AR 
75501.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Canned 
and  bottled  foodstuffs  (except  frozen 
foodstuffs  and  conunodities  in  bulk), 
from  Cade  and  Lozes,  La.,  to  points  in 
Maryland.  New  Jersey,  New  York,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  and 
the  District  of  Columbia.  Note:  Appli¬ 
cant  states  that  the  requested  authority 
cannot  be  tacked  with  its  existing  au¬ 
thority.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  neces¬ 
sary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  New 
Orleans.  La. 

No.  MC  113362  (Sub-No.  239), 'filed 
June  13.  1972.  Applicant:  ELLSWORTH 
FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  310  East  Broad¬ 
way,  Eagle  Grove,  lA  50533.  Applicant’s 
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representative:  Jack  H.  Blanshan,  29 
South  La  Salle  Street,  Chicago,  IL  60603. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Floor 
covering  and  related  items,  including 
materials  and  supplies,  used  in  the  dis¬ 
tribution  and  installation  thereof,  from 
Lancaster  and  Marietta,  Pa.,  to  points 
in  Arkansas  and  Texas.  Note:  Applicant 
states  that  the  requested  authority  can¬ 
not  be  tacked  with  its  existing  authority. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  E^las  or 
Fort  Worth,  Tex. 

No.  MC  113459  (Sub-No.  72).  filed 
June  12,  1972.  Applicant:  H.  J.  JEF¬ 
FRIES  TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  Post  Office 
Box  94850,  Oklahoma  City,  OK  73109. 
Applicant’s  representative:  James  W. 
Hightower.  136  Wynnewood  Professional 
Building.  Dallas,  Tex.  75224.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier. 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Street  sweepers,  attach¬ 
ments,  parts,  and  accessories,  from 
Dodge  City,  Kans.,  to  points  in  Alabama. 
Arkansas,  Arizona,  Colorado,  Georgia, 
Idaho,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kentucky. 
Louisiana.  Michigan.  Minnesota.  Missis¬ 
sippi,  Missouri,  Montana,  Nebraska,  New 
Mexico,  North  Dakota,  Nevada,  Ohio, 
Oklahoma,  Oregon.  Pennsylvania.  South 
Dakota,  Tennessee,  Texas,  Utah,  Wis¬ 
consin,  Washington,  and  Wyoming. 
Note:  Applicant  states  that  the  re¬ 
quested  authority  cannot  be  tacked  with 
its  existing  authority.  Applicant  holds  no 
duplicating  authority  unless  the  street 
sweepers  require  the  use  of  special  equip¬ 
ment.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  (1) 
Dallas,  Tex.,  (2)  Kansas  Cfity,  Mo. 

No.  MC  113495  (Sub-No.  53).  filed 
June  5,  1972.  Applicant:  GREGORY 
HEAVY  HAULERS,  INC.,  51  Oldham 
Street  (Post  Office  Box  60628),  Nash¬ 
ville,  TN  37206.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Wilmer  B.  Hill,  805  McLachlen 
Bank  Building,  666  11th  Street  NW.. 
Washington,  DC  20001.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Roadbuilding,  earthmoving.  con¬ 
struction.  mining,  and  contractors’  ma¬ 
chinery  and  equipment,  and  parts 
thereof  when  moving  at  the  same  time 
or  separately  from  Cffiattanooga,  Tenn., 
to  points  in  the  United  States  (including 
Alaska,  but  excluding  Hawaii).  Note: 
Applicant  states  that  the  requested  au¬ 
thority  can  be  tacked  with  its  existing 
authority.  Persons  interested  in  the 
tacking  pK)ssibilities  are  cautioned  that 
failure  to  oppose  the  application  may  re¬ 
sult  in  unrestricted  grant  of  authority. 
No  duplicating  authority  sought.  If  a 
hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C. 
or  Nashville,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  114019  (Sub-No.  236),  filed 
June  9.  1972.  Applicant:  MIDWEST 
EMERY  FREIGHT  SYSTEM,  INC.,  7000 
South  Pulaski  Rosid,  Chicago,  IL  60629. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Arnold  L. 
Burke,  127  North  Dearborn  Street,  Chi¬ 
cago,  Hi  60602.  Authority  sought  to 


operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Foodstuffs,  between  Chicago,  Dl.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Virginia.  Note:  Applicant  states  that  the 
requested  authority  cannot  be  tacked 
with  its  existing  authority.  Common  con¬ 
trol  may  be  involved.  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it 
be  held  at  Chicago,  ni. 

No.  MC  114273  (Sub-No.  121),  filed 
June  6,  1972.  Applicant:  CEDAR 

RAPIDS  STEEL  TRANSPORTATION, 
INC.,  Post  Office  Box  68,  Cedar  Rapids, 
lA  52406.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Robert  E.  Konchar,  Suite  315,  Commerce 
Exchange  Building,  2720  First  Avenue 
NE.,  Cedar  Rapids,  lA  52402.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Tires,  tubes,  and  rubber 
products,  from  Macedonia,  Ohio,  to  Mil- 
lersburg,  Iowa.  Note:  Applicant  states 
that  the  requested  authority  cannot  be 
tacked  with  its  existing  authority.  Com¬ 
mon  control  may  be  involved.  If  a  hear¬ 
ing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  m. 

No.  MC  114457  (Sub-No.  129),  filed 
June  5.  1972.  Applicant:  DART  TRAN¬ 
SIT  COMPANY,  a  corporation,  780  North 
Prior  Avenue,  St.  Paul.  MN  55104.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  James  C. 
Hardman,  127  North  Dearborn  Street, 
Chicago,  IL  60602.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Containers,  container  ends  and  lids, 
and  plastic  articles,  from  Carol  Stream, 
Itasca,  and  Addison,  HI.,  to  points  in 
Minnesota,  Iowa,  Missouri,  Kansas.  Ne¬ 
braska,  North  Dakota,  and  South  Dakota. 
Note:  Applicant  states  that  the  requested 
authority  can  be  tacked  with  its  existing 
authority  but  indicates  that  it  has  no 
present  intention  to  tack  and  therefore 
does  not  identify  the  points  or  territories 
which  can  be  served  through  tacking. 
Persons  interested  in  the  tacking  possibil¬ 
ities  are  cautioned  that  failure  to  oppose 
the  application  may  result  in  an  unre¬ 
stricted  grant  of  authority.  If  a  hearing 
is  deemed  necessary,  ain>licant  requests  it 
be  held  at  Chicago.  Ill. 

No.  MC  114897  (Sub-No.  98).  filed 
June  2,  1972.  Applicants:  WHITFIELD 
TANK  LINES,  INC.,  Post  Office  Drawer 
9897,  300-316  North  Clark  Road.  El 
Paso,  ’TX  79989.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  J.  P.  Rose,  Post  Office  Drawer  9897, 
El  Paso,  TX  79989.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Liquified  petroleum,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  between  points  in  New 
Mexico  and  points  in  and  south  of 
Beaver,  Piute,  Wayne,  and  Grand  Coim- 
ties,  Utah;  (2)  asphalt  and  fuel  oils, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  points  in 
New  Mexico  to  points  in  and  south  of 
Beaver,  Piute,  Wayne,  and  Grand 
Coimties,  Utah;  and  (3)  titanium  solu¬ 
tions,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Henderson,  Nev.,  to  points  in  Texas. 
Note:  Applicant  states  that  the  requested 
authority  cannot  be  tacked  with  its  ex¬ 
isting  authority.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 


necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held 
at  Albuquerque,  N.  Mex. 

No.  MC  115162  (Sub-No.  252),  filed 
June  1, 1972.  Applicant;  POOLE  TRUCK 
LINE,  INC.,  Post  Office  Drawer  500,  Ever¬ 
green,  AL  36401.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Robert  E.  Tate  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregffiar  routes,  transimrting: 
Ground  clay,  in  containers,  from  the 
plantsite  of  Oil-Dri  Corp.  of  America  at 
or  near  Ochlocknee,  Ga.,  to  points  in 
the  United  States  in  and  east  of  the 
States  of  North  Dakota,  South  Dakota, 
Nebraska,  Kansas.  Oklahoma,  and  Texas. 
Note:  Applicant  states  that  the  re¬ 
quested  authority  cannot  be  tacked  with 
its  existing  authority.  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  applicsmt  requests  it 
be  held  at  Chicago.  HI.  or  Washington, 
DC. 

No.  MC  115162  (Sub-No.  253),  filed 
June  14,  1972.  Applicant:  POOLE 

TRUC7K  LINE,  INC.,  Post  Office  Drawer 
500,  Evergreen,  AL  36401.  AiH>llcant’s 
representative:  Robert  E.  Tate  (same 
address  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Cereal  products,  inedible, 
and  grain  products.  Inedible  (except  in 
bulk),  from  points  in  Illinois  to  points 
in  Alabama  (on  and  south  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  80) .  Note:  Applicant  states  that  the 
requested  authority  cannot  be  tacked 
with  its  existing  authority.  If  a  hesudng 
is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it 
be  held  at  Chicago.  HI.,  or  Washington. 
D.C. 

No.  MC  115955  (Sub-No.  22).  filed 
May  19.  1972.  Applicant:  SCARI’S  DE¬ 
LIVERY  SERVICE.  INC.,  Post  Office  Box 
2627,  Wilmington,  DE  19805.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Albert  F.  Beitel,  905 
American  Security  Building,  Washing¬ 
ton,  DC  20005.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregiilar  routes,  transporting: 
General  commodities  (except  motor  ve¬ 
hicles  and  commodities  in  bulk) .  between 
railroad  trailer  on  flatcar  facilities  in 
Philadelphia,  Pa..  Wilmington,  Del.*,  and 
Alexandria,  Va.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Philadelphia, 
Chester,  and  Delaware  Counties,  Pa.; 
Camden,  Gloucester,  and  Salem  Coun¬ 
ties,  N.J.,  and  points  in  Delaware.  Note: 
Applicant  states  that  the  requested  au¬ 
thority  cannot  be  tacked  with  its  exist¬ 
ing  authority.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held 
at  Washington,  D.C.,  or  Wilmington,  Del. 

No.  MC  116073  (Sub-No.  219)  (Correc¬ 
tion),  filed  January  28,  1972,  published 
in  the  Federal  Register,  issue  of  Feb¬ 
ruary  25,  1972,  and  republished  as  cor¬ 
rected  this  issue.  Applicant:  BARRETT 
MOBILE  HOME  'TRANSPORT,  INC., 
1825  Main  Avenue,  Moorhead,  MN  56560. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Robert  G. 
Tessar.  1819  Fourth  Avenue  South, 
Moorhead,  MN  56560.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  sis  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Traders,  designed  to  be  drawn  by 
passenger  automobiles,  in  initisd  move- 
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ments  and  buildings  complete  or  in  sec¬ 
tions,  from  points  in  Manatee,  Dade,  and 
Pinellas  Counties,  Fla.,  to  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  Alaska  and  Ha¬ 
waii).  Note:  Applicant  states  that  the 
requested  authority  cannot  be  tacked 
with  its  existing  authority.  The  sole  pur- 
l>ose  of  this  republication  is  to  include 
the  words  “buildings  complete  or  in  sec¬ 
tions”  which  was  erroneously  omitted  in 
the  previous  publication.  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it 
be  held  at  Tampa,  Fla. 

No.  MC  117068  (Sub-No.  19),  ffled  May 
8,  1972.  Applicant:  MIDWEST  HARVE- 
STORE  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  2118  17th 
Avenue  NW.,  Rochester,  MN  55901.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Paul  F.  Sullivan, 
711  Washington  Building,  Washington, 
D.C.  20005.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (a) 
Seat  cabs  and  parts  and  attachments 
therefor,  from  Rochester,  Minn.,  to  points 
in  Iowa,  Wisconsin  (except  Racine),  and 
Illinois  (except  Rockford  and  Deerfield) , 
and  to  Denver,  COlo.;  and  (b)  seat  cabs 
(except  those  used  for  earth-moving  ma¬ 
chinery)  and  parts  and  attachments 
therefor,  from  Rochester,  Minn.,  to  points 
in  the  United  States  (except  Alaska, 
Hawaii,  and  those  destinations  in  (a) 
above).  Note:  Applicant  states  that  the 
requested  authority  cannot  be  tacked 
with  its  existing  authority.  If  a  hearing 
is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests 
it  be  held  at  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  or  Chi¬ 
cago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  117765  (Sub-No.  147),  filed 
June  5,  1972.  Applicant:  HAHN  TRUCK 
LINE,  INC.,  5315  Northwest  Fifth,  Okla¬ 
homa  City,  OK  73107.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  R.  E.  Hagan  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Charcoal  and  charcoal  products,  wood 
chips,  vermicuiite,  lighter  fluid,  and  ac¬ 
cessories  used  in  outdoor  cooking,  in 
mixed  truckloads  with  charcoal  and 
charcoal  briquettes  from  plantsite  of 
Husky  Briquetting,  Waupaca,  Wis.,  to 
points  in  Arkansas,  Colorado,  Dlinois, 
Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Kentucky,  Loui¬ 
siana,  Minnesota,  Mississippi,  Missouri, 
Nebniska,  New  Mexico,  North  Dakota, 
Oklahoma,  South  Dakota,  Tennessee,  and 
Texas  and  (2)  Pallets,  wooden  boxes,  and 
crating  lumber  in  straight  or  mixed 
truckloads,  from  plantsite  of  Burgess 
Manufacturing  of  Okltdioma,  to  points 
in  Arkansas,  Cblorado,  Kansas,  Louisi¬ 
ana,  Tennessee,  and  Texas.  Note:  Appli¬ 
cant  states  that  the  requested  authority 
cannot  be  tacked  with  its  existing  au¬ 
thority.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Coa¬ 
homa  Cfity,  Okla. 

No.  MC  117815  (Sub-No.  194),  filed 
June  1,  1972.  Applicant:  PULLEY 

FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  405  Southeast 
20th  Street,  Des  Moines,  lA  50317.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Larry  D.  Knox, 
910  Hubbell  Building,  Des  Moines,  lA 
50309.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  rout^,  transporting:  Such 


merchandise  as  is  dealt  in  by  wh(riesale 
and  retail  grocery  and  food  business 
hoiises,  from  the  storage  facilities  of 
United  Facilities,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Gales¬ 
burg,  m.,  to  points  in  Iowa,  Minnesota, 
Missouri,  Wisconsin,  Indiana,  and  Michi¬ 
gan.  Note:  Applicant  states  that  the  re¬ 
quested  authority  cannot  be  tacked  with 
its  existing  authority.  Applicant  further 
states  that  no  duplicating  authority  is 
being  sought.  CJommon  control  may  be 
involved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  neces¬ 
sary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Des 
Moines,  Iowa,  or  Omaha,  Nebr. 

No.  MC  118142  (Sub-No.  47) ,  filed  June 
1,  1972.  AppUcant:  M.  BRUENGER  CO., 
INC.,  6330  North  Broadway,  Wichita,  KS 
67219.  Authority  sought  to  (derate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Meats, 
meat  products,  and  meat  byproducts  and 
articles  distributed  by  meat  packing¬ 
houses  as  described  in  sections  A  and  C  of 
Appendix  I  to  the  r^Kut  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209  and  766,  from  Wichita,  Kans.,  to 
points  in  Nevada,  Utah,  Ch^gon,  and 
Washington.  Note:  Applicant  states  that 
the  requested  authority  cannot  be  tacked 
with  its  existing  authority.  If  a  hearing 
is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests 
it  be  held  at  Wichita,  Kans. 

No.  MC  118806  (Sub-No.  25),  filed 
June  5,  1972.  Applicant:  ARNOLD 

BROS.  TRANSPORT,  LTD.,  739  Lagi- 
modier  Boulevard,  Winnipeg,  Manitoba, 
Canada.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Charels  W.  Singer,  33  North  Dearborn 
Street,  Chicago,  IL  60602.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Tractors  (except  truck 
tractors) ;  (2)  agricultural  implements 
and  farm  machinery:  and  (3)  parts  and 
attachments  for,  and  equipment  de¬ 
signed  for  use  with,  the  articles  described 
in  (1)  and  (2)  above,  when  moving  in 
mixed  loads  with  the  articles  described 
in  (1)  and  (2)  above,  from  Louisville, 
Ky.,  Melrose  Park,  HI.,  Memphis,  Tenn., 
and  Canton,  Ill.,  to  the  ports  of  entry  on 
the  international  boundary  line  between 
the  United  States  and  Canada  located  in 
Michigan.  Restriction:  Restricted  to 
traffic  originating  at  the  plant  and/or 
warehouse  sites  of  International  Har¬ 
vester  Co.  moving  in  foreign  commerce, 
and  further  restricted  against  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  commodities  which  because 
of  size  or  weight  require  the  use  of  spe¬ 
cial  equipment.  Note:  Applicant  states 
that  the  requested  authority  cannot  be 
tacked  with  its  existing  authority.  If  a 
hearing  is  demed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  Ul. 

No.  MC  118989  (Sub-No.  74),  filed 
June  7,  1972.  Applicant:  CONTAINER 
TRANSIT.  INC.,  5223  South  Ninth 
Street,  Milwaukee,  WI  53221.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Albert  A.  Andrln,  29 
South  La  Salle  Street,  Chicago,  IL  60603. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Contain¬ 
ers.  metal  or  plastic,  and  parts  related 
thereto,  from  Milwaukee,  Wis.,  points  in 
St.  Louis  County.  Mo.,  and  Cook  County, 


HI.,  to  points  in  Texas,  Colorado.  In¬ 
diana,  Kansas,  Nebraska,  Michigan, 
Minnesota,  Ohio.  Tennessee,  Kratucky, 
Pennsylvania,  Illinois,  Iowa,  Missouri, 
and  Wisconsin.  Note:  Applicant  states 
that  the  requested  authority  canxu>t  be 
tacked  with  its  existing  authority.  If  a 
hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  HL,  or 
Milwaukee,  Wis. 

No.  MC  119767  (Sub-No.  282)  (Cor¬ 
rection),  filed  March  6,  1972.  Published 
in  the  Federal  Register,  issue  of  April  6, 
1972,  and  republished  as  corrected  this 
issue.  Applicant:  BEAVER  ’TRANS¬ 
PORT  CO.,  a  Corporation,  1-94  and 
County  Highway  C,  Bristol,  Wis.,  Post 
Office  Box  188,  Pleasant  Prairie,  WI 
53158.  Applicant’s  representative:  Fred 
H.  Figge,  Post  Office  Box  188,  Pleasant 
Prairie,  WI  53158.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  tran^^mt- 
ing:  Foodstuffs,  canned/or  prepared 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  from 
Munster.  Ind.,  to  points  in  Illinois, 
Kentucky  and  points  in  Ohio,  on  and 
west  of  a  line  beginning  at  Sandusky, 
Ohio,  and  extending  south  along  Ohio 
Highway  4  to  Marlon.  Ohio,  and  thence 
south  along  U.S.  Highway  23  to  Ports¬ 
mouth,  Ohio,  and  Davenpcnl  and  Du¬ 
buque,  Iowa.  Restriction:  Restricted  to 
the  transportation  of  shipments  origi¬ 
nating  at  Munster,  Ind.,  and  destined  to 
the  above-named  destinaUmis.  Note: 
The  purpose  of  this  republication  is  to 
indicate  one  of  the  boundaries  in  the 
territorial  descriptlcm  as  UB.  Highway 
23  in  lieu  of  U.S.  Highway  28,  which  was 
in  error.  Common  control  may  be  in¬ 
volved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago, 
HI. 

No.  MC  119774  (Sub-No.  46)  filed 
Mav  19,  1972.  Applicant:  MARY  ELLEN 
STIDHAM,  N.  M.  STIDHAM.  A.  E.  MAN- 
KINS  (INEZ  MANKINS,  EXECTJTRIX), 
AND  JAMES  E.  MANKINS,  SR.,  a  part¬ 
nership  doing  business  as:  EAGLE 
TRUCKING  COMPANY,  Post  Office  Box 
471,  Kilgore,  TX  75662.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Bernard  H.  English,  6270 
Firth  Road,  Fort  Worth.  TX  76116.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Pipe,  tubing  pipe 
fittings,  and  pipe  accessories,  in  straight 
or  mixed  truckloads,  fnxn  Lone  Star, 
Tex.,  and  points  within  5  miles  thereof, 
on  the  one  hand,  and  points  in  Ai^ansas, 
Alabama.  Arizona,  Colorado.  Flmdda, 
(3eorgla,  Hlinois,  Indiana,  Kansas,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Louisiana.  Mississippi,  Montana, 
Nevada,  New  Mexico,  Oklahoma,  TWnes- 
see,  Texas,  Utah,  and  Wyoming  on  the 
other.  Note:  Applicant  states  that  the 
requested  authority  cannot  be  tacked 
with  its  existing  authority.  The  instant 
application  is  accompanied  with  a 
motion  to  dismiss.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary  applicant  requests  it  be  hcdd  at 
Dallas  or  Fort  Worth,  Tex. 

No.  MC  121410  (Sub-No.  2)  filed  June  2. 
1972.  Applicant:  EDDIE  R.  MOREAU 
AND  RENE  E.  MOREAO,  a  partnership 
doing  business  as:  TERMINAL  TRUCK- 
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ING,  Post  Office  Box  693.  Hartford,  CT. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Hugh  M. 
Joseloff,  410  Asylum  Street,  Hartford,  CT 
06103.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  General 
Commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
va’ue,  and  except  dangerous  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  in  Practices 
of  Motor  Common  Carriers  of  Household 
Goods,  17  M.C.C.  467,  commodities  in 
bulk,  commodities  requiring  special 
equipment,  and  those  injurious  or  con¬ 
taminating  to  other  lading),  between 
Hartford,  East  Hartford,  and  West  Hart¬ 
ford,  Conn.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Connecticut.  Note:  Ap¬ 
plicant  states  that  the  requested  author¬ 
ity  cannot  be  tacked  with  its  existing  au¬ 
thority.  Applicant  further  states  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  instant  application  is  to  convert 
applicant’s  certificate  of  registration,  MC 
121410  (Sub-No.  1).  into  a  certificate  of 
public  convenience  and  necessity,  and  to 
eliminate  a  restriction  in  its  uncierlying 
Connecticut  P.U.C.  certificate  limiting 
transportation  to  shipments  from  not 
more  than  four  consignors  in  one  vehicle. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Hartford, 
Conn. 

No.  MC  121499  (Sub-No.  5)  filed 
May  30,  1972.  Applicant:  WILLIAM 
HAYES  LINES,  INC.,  Hartman  Drive, 
Post  Office  Box  610,  Lebanon,  ’TN 
37040.  Applicant’s  representative:  Walter 
Harwood,  1822  Parkway  Towers,  Nash¬ 
ville,  'TN  37219.  Authority  sought  to 
operate'  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  regular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  General  commodities  (except  those 
of  unusual  value,  classes  A  and  B  explo¬ 
sives,  household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
commodities  requiring  sp>ecial  equip¬ 
ment),  between  the  plant  site  of  Ross 
Gear  Co.,  division  of  T.R.W.  at  or  near 
Greenville  and  Lebanon,  Tenn.,  (1)  from 
Greenville  over  UB.  Highway  HE  to 
Knoxville,  thence  over  U.S.  Highways  70 
and  70N  to  Lebanon,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  serving  no  intermediate 
points;  and  (2)  from  Greenville  over 
U.S.  Highway  HE  to  its  junction  with 
Interstate  Highway  81,  thence  over  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  81  to  its  junction  with 
Interstate  Highway  40,  thence  over  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  40  to  Lebanon,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route,  sq^wing  no  in¬ 
termediate  points.  Note:  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it 
be  held  at  Nashville,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  123233  (Sub-No.  38)  filed  May 
8,  1972.  Applicant:  PROVOST  CAR¬ 
TAGE.  INC.,  7887  Second  Avenue.  VUle 
d’Anjou  437,  PQ,  Canada.  Applicant’s 
representative:  J.  P.  Vermette  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Muriatic  acid,  in  bulk  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles,  from  ports  of  entry  on  the  inter¬ 
national  boundary  line  between  the 
United  States  and  Canada  located  at  or 
near  Roosevelt^wn,  N.Y.,  and  Highgate 
Springs,  Vt.,  to  Boston,  Mass.,  Brewer, 
Portland,  and  Orrington,  Msdne,  Provi¬ 


dence,  R.I.,  Danbury,  Hartford,  and  Wa- 
terbury.  Conn.,  and  Schenectady,  Syra¬ 
cuse,  Rensselaer,  and  Utica,  N.Y.  Note: 
Applicant  states  that  the  requested  au¬ 
thority  cannot  be  tacked  with  its  exist¬ 
ing  authority.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held 
at  Albany,  N.Y.,  or  Wa^ington,  D.C 

No.  MC  123255  (Sub-No.  18)  (Amend¬ 
ment)  ,  filed  March  13,  1972,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register,  issue  of  April  20, 
1972,  and  republished  as  amended  this 
Issue.  Applicant:  B  &  L  MO’TOR 
FREIGHT,  INC.,  140  Everett  Avenue. 
Newark,  OH  43055.  Applicant's  repre¬ 
sentative:  C.  F.  Schnee,  Jr.  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Food,  food  products,  beverages 
(other  than  alcoholic  beverages  and  malt 
beverages),  and  advertising  matter  (ex¬ 
cept  commodities  in  bulk  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles),  from  the  plantsite  and  storage 
facilities  of  the  Kellogg  Co.,  Battle  Creek, 
Mich.,  to  points  in  Ohio,  Pennsylvania. 
Kentucky,  West  Virginia,  Maryland,  New 
York,  Delaware,  New  Jersey.  Illinois,  and 
Indiana.  (2)  foodstuffs  (other  than  in 
bulk  in  tank  vehicles) ,  from  the  plantsite 
and  storage  facilities  of  Joan  of  Arc  Co., 
Hoopeston,  Ill.,  to  points  in  Ohio,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  Kentucky,  West  Virginia, 
Maryland,  New  York,  Delaware,  New 
Jersey,  and  Indiana,  (3)  foodstuffs  (other 
than  in  bulk  in  tank  vehicles),  from  the 
plantsite  and  storage  facilities  of  Mil¬ 
ford  Canning  Co.,  Milford,  Ill.,  to  points 
in  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Kentucky,  West 
Virginia,  Maryland.  New  York,  Delaware, 
New  Jersey,  and  Indiana,  and  (4)  car¬ 
bonated  beverages  (other  than  malt  bev¬ 
erages  and  alcoholic  beverages  (other 
than  in  bulk  in  tank  vehicles) .  from  the 
plantsite  and  storage  facilities  of  Faygo, 
Inc.,  Detroit,  Mich.,  to  points  in  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  Maryland,  New  York,  Delaware, 
and  New  Jersey.  Note:  Applicant  states 
that  the  requested  authority  cannot  be 
tacked  with  its  existing  authority.  Ap¬ 
plicant  holds  contract  carrier  authority 
under  MC  81968  Sub  19  and  other  subs, 
theref9re  dual  operations  may  be  in¬ 
volved.'  Common  control  may  also  be  in¬ 
volved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Colum¬ 
bus,  Ohio.  The  purpose  of  this  republica¬ 
tion  is  to  show  that  the  proposed  serv¬ 
ice  originates  at  st>eciflc  plantsites  and 
storage  facilities. 

No.  MC  123255  (Sub-No.  21).  filed 
May  31.  1972.  Applicant:  B  &  L  MOTOR 
FREIGHT,  INC.,  140  Everett  Avenue. 
Newark,  OH  43055.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  C.  F.  Schnee,  Jr.  (same  address 
as  applicant).  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehisle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Glass  containers,  closures,  cartons, 
and  parts,  from  Lapel,  Ind.,  to  points  in 
Kentucky  and  Wisconsin.  Note:  Appli¬ 
cant  states  that  the  requested  authority 
can  be  joined  to  its  authority  imder  MC 
123255  and  subs  thereunder.  Applicant 
holds  contract  carrier  authority  imder 
MC  81968  and  subs  thereunder,  therefore, 
dual  operations  and  common  control 


may  be  involved.  If  a  hearing  is  deem^ 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held 
at  Columbus,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  123476  (Sub-No.  14),  filed 
May  15,  1972.  Applicant:  CURTIS 

TRANSPORT.  INC.,  1334  Lonedell  Road, 
Arnold,  MO  63010.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  O.  E.  Mueller  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Polystyrene  shapes  and  forms,  from  the 
plant  site  and  warehouse  facilities  of 
Dolco  Packaging  Corp.  at  Decatur,  Ind., 
to  points  in  Alabama,  Arkansas,  Colo¬ 
rado,  Connecticut,  Delaware,  Florida, 
Georgia,  Illinois,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Louisiana,  Maryland,  Massa¬ 
chusetts.  Michigan,  Minnesota,  Missis¬ 
sippi.  Missouri.  Montana,  Nebraska,  New 
Jersey,  New  Mexico,  New  York,  North 
Carolina,  North  Dakota,  Ohio,  Okla¬ 
homa,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island, 
South  Carolina.  South  Dakota,  Tennes¬ 
see,  Texas.  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  Wis¬ 
consin,  Wyoming,  and  the  District  of 
Columbia.  Note:  Applicant  states  that 
the  requested  authority  cannot  be  tacked 
with  its  existing  authority.  If  a  hearing 
is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests 
it  be  held  at  St.  Louis,  Mo. 

Nq.  MC  123503  (Sub-No.  6).  filed 
May  18,  1972.  Applicant:  KRAUS 

TRANSPORT  LIMITED,  a  Corporation, 
880  Middlegate  Road,  Mississauga,  On¬ 
tario.  Canada.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  William  J.  Hirsch,  Suite  444,  35 
Court  Street,  Buffalo,  NY  14202.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Rough  and  dressed 
lumber  and  wood  products,  between 
ports  of  entry  on  the  international 
boundary  line  between  the  United  States 
and  Canada  located  in  Maine,  New 
Hampshire,  New  York,  and  Vermont,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Maine,  North  Carolina,  Tennessee, 
and  Virginia.  Note:  Applicant  states 
that  the  requested  authority  cannot  be 
tacked  with  its  existing  authority.  If  a 
hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Buffalo,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  124174  (Sub-No.  91),  filed 
April  18.  1972.  Applicant:  MOMSEN 
TRUCKING  CO.,  a  Corporation,  2405 
Hiway  Boulevard,  Spencer,  lA  51301.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative :  Marshall 

Becker,  530  Univac  Building,  7100  West 
Center  Road,  Omaha,  NE  68106.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Iron  and  steel  ar¬ 
ticles  as  described  in  Descriptions  in  Mo¬ 
tor  Carrier  Certificates  61  M.C.C.  209  and 
766,  Appendix  V,  Groups  I.  H.  m,  IV. 
and  V  (except  comm()dities  in  bulk), 
from  points  in  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  West 
Virginia,  and  Ashland  and  Newport,  Ky., 
to  {mints  in  Iowa,  Kansas.  Minnesota, 
points  in  Missouri  on  and  west  of  U.S. 
Highway  65,  Montana,  Nebraska,  North 
Dakota,  South  Dakota,  Wisconsin,  and 
Wyoming.  Note:  Applicant  states  that 
the  requested  authority  cannot  be  tacked 
with  its  existing  authority.  Common 
control  may  be  involved.  If  a  hearing  is 
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deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it 
be  held  at  Omaha,  Nebr. 

No.  MC  124174  (Sub-No.  92).  filed 
June  8,  1972.  Applicant:  MOMSEN 
TRUCKING  CO.,  a  Corporation,  2405 
Hiway  Boulevard,  Spencer,  lA  51301. 
Applicant’s  representatives :  J.  P.  Crosby, 
Post  Office  Box  37409,  Omaha,  NE  68137, 
and  Marshall  Becker,  530  Univac  Build¬ 
ing,  Omaha,  NE  68106.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregtilar  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  W allboard,  fiberboard,  pulpboard, 
plastic  and  fiberglass  plate  or  sheets, 
mantles,  shelves,  beams,  brackets  and 
accessories  and  supplies,  used  in  the  in¬ 
stallation  thereof,  and  adhesives,  fasten¬ 
ers,  filler  strips,  moldings,  flashings,  and 
other  accessories  used  in  the  installation 
or  application  thereof,  from  the  plant- 
site  or  warehouse  facilities  of  Barclay 
Industries  at  or  near  Lodi,  N.J.,  Farm- 
ingdale  and  Deer  Park,  N.Y.,  restricted 
to  traffic  originating  at  these  three  ori¬ 
gin  points,  to  points  in  Alabama,  Ari¬ 
zona.  Arkansas,  California,  Colorado, 
Florida,  Georgia,  Idaho,  Illinois.  Indiana, 
Iowa,  Kansas,  Louisiana,  Michigan,  Min¬ 
nesota,  Mississippi,  Missoiu*i,  Montana, 
Nebraska,  Nevada,  New  Mexico,  North 
Carolina,  North  Dakota,  Oklahoma,  Ore¬ 
gon,  South  Carolina,  South  Dakota, 
Tennessee,  Texas.  Utah,  Washington, 
Wisconsin,  and  Wyoming,  Note:  Com¬ 
mon  control  may  be  involved.  Applicant 
states  that  the  requested  authority  can¬ 
not  be  tacked  with  its  existing  authority. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washington, 
D.C.,  Newark,  N.J.,  or  New  York  metro¬ 
politan  area,  whichever  is  available  first. 

No.  MC  124212  (Sub-No.  64).  filed 
June  8,  1972.  Applicant:  MITCHELL 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  21111  Chagrin  Bou¬ 
levard.  Cleveland,  OH  44122.  Applicant’s 
representative:  J.  A.  Kundtz,  1100  Na¬ 
tional  City  Bank  Building,  Cleveland, 
OH  44114.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Ce¬ 
ment,  in  bulk,  between  points  in  Con¬ 
necticut,  Massachusetts,  and  Rhode 
Island,  restricted  (1)  to  traffic  originat¬ 
ing  at  manufacturing  plants  of  Lehigh 
Portland  Cement  Co.,  (2)  to  shipments 
having  an  immediate  prior  movement  by 
rail,  and  (3)  against  the  joinder  or  tack¬ 
ing  of  such  authority  with  any  other  au¬ 
thority  held  by  applicant.  Note:  Appli¬ 
cant  states  that  the  requested  authority 
cannot  be  tacked  with  its  existing  au¬ 
thority.  Applicant  holds  authority  under 
Certificate  MC  124212,  Sub  22,  which 
may  partially  duplicate  some  of  the  au¬ 
thority  sought  herein;  however,  appli¬ 
cant  does  not  seek  duplicative  authority 
and  has  no  objection  to  any  authority 
granted  herein  being  so  restricted.  Com¬ 
mon  control  and  dual  operations  may  be 
involved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  neces¬ 
sary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at 
Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  124554  (Sub-No.  10)  (Correc¬ 
tion),  filed  May  22,  1972,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register,  issue  of  June  29, 
1972,  and  republished  in  part,  as  cor¬ 
rected  this  issue.  Applicant:  HILLARD 


F.  LONG  AND  MEDARD  SCHMITZ 
(VIOLA  LANG.  JOHN  F.  LANG,  AND 
FRANK  LANG  TRUSTERS),  doing 
business  as  LANG  CARTAGE,  338  South 
17th  Street,  MUwaukee,  WI  53233.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative.  William  C. 
Dineen,  710  North  Plankinton  Avenue, 
Milwaukee,  WI  53203.  Note:  The  sole 
purpose  of  this  partial  republication  is 
to  reflect  the  correct  docket  number  as¬ 
signed  thereto  as  MC  124554  Sub  10  in 
lieu  of  MC  124544  Sub  10  which  was  in 
error.  The  rest  of  the  application  re¬ 
mains  the  same. 

No.  MC  124673  (Sub-No.  16).  filed 
May  30,  1972.  Applicant:  FEED  TRANS¬ 
PORTS.  INC.,  Post  Office  Box  2167, 
Amarillo,  TX  79105.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Thomas  F.  Sedberry,  1102 
Perry-Brooks  Building.  Austin,  Tex. 
78701.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Dry  feed 
and  feed  ingredients,  from  points  in  Hale 
County,  Tex.,  to  points  in  Kansas,  that 
porticm  of  Colorado  on  and  east  of  U.S. 
Highway  287  to  Denver  and  points  c«i 
and  east  of  Interstate  Highway  25  south 
to  the  New  Mexico  border,  and  Rio 
Grande  Coimty,  Colo.,  and  points  in  New 
Mexico  on  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  85. 
Note:  Applicant  states  that  tacking  is 
possible  with  its  Sub-Nos.  5  and  8  using 
Hale  County,  Tex.,  as  a  gateway,  al¬ 
though  tacking  is  not  intended.  Persons 
interested  in  the  tacking  possibilities  are 
cautioned  that  failure  to  oppose  the  ap¬ 
plication  may  result  in  an  imrestricted 
grant  of  authority.  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it 
be  held  at  Dallas  or  Lubbock,  Tex.,  or 
Santa  Fe  or  Albuquerque,  N.  Mex. 

No.  MC  124711  (Sub-No.  16).  filed 
May  30.  1972.  Applicant:  BECKER  & 
SONS,  INC.,  2643  West  Central.  El  Do¬ 
rado,  KS  67042.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  T.  M.  Brown,  600  Leinlnger  Build¬ 
ing.  Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  73112.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Anhydrous  am¬ 
monia,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
points  in  Douglas  County.  Kans.,  to 
points  in  Minnesota,  Iowa,  Nebraska,  Ar¬ 
kansas,  and  Missouri  (except  St.  Louis). 
Note:  Applicant  states  that  the  requested 
authority  can  be  tacked  with  its  existing 
authority  but  indicates  that  it  has  no 
present  ihtention  to  tack  and  therefore 
does  not  identify  the  points  or  territories 
which  can  be  served  through  tacking. 
Persons  interested  in  the  tacking  possi¬ 
bilities  are  cautioned  that  failure  to  op¬ 
pose  the  application  may  result  in  an 
unrestricted  grant  of  authority.  Com¬ 
mon  control  may  be  involved.  If  a  hear¬ 
ing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  re¬ 
quests  it  be  held  at  Kansas  (5ity,  Mo.  or 
Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  124796  (Sub-No.  97),  filed 
May  22.  1972.  Applicant:  CONTINEN¬ 
TAL  CONTRACT  CARRIER  CORP., 
15045  East  Salt  Lake  Avenue,  CHty  of 
Industry.  CA  91747.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  J.  Max  Harding,  Post  Office 
Box  82028,  Lincoln.  NE  68501.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier. 


by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Auto  parts  and  acces¬ 
sories;  automotive  jacks;  cranes  (not 
self-propelled) ;  tools,  hand,  pneumatic, 
electric;  and  advertising  materials; 
premiums,  racks,  display  cases,  and 
signs  moving  with  the  above  described 
commodities;  (a)  from  Arden,  N.C.,  to 
points  in  the  United  States,  east  of  the 
Mississippi  River  and  east  of  the  west¬ 
ern  boimdaries  of  Itasca  and  Koochich¬ 
ing  Counties,  Minn,  (except  Jackson, 
Mich.,  Racine,  Wis.,  Batavia,  m.,  Mem¬ 
phis,  Tenn.,  and  Aberdeen  and  Prairie 
Junction,  Miss.) ;  returned,  refused  and 
rejected  shipments;  and  materials,  sup¬ 
plies.  and  equipment  used  in  the  manu¬ 
facture,  sale,  and  distribution  of  said 
commodities  in  the  reverse  direction ;  (b> 
from  Jackson.  Mich.,  to  points  in  Ala¬ 
bama,  Arkansas,  Connecticut,  Delaware. 
Florida,  Oeorgda,  Illinois  (except  Ba¬ 
tavia,  m.).  Indiana,  Iowa  (except  Mason 
City  and  Lake  Mills,  Iowa) ,  Kansas,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Louisiana.  Maine.  Maryland. 
Massachusetts,  Minnesota.  Missouri. 
Mississippi  (except  Aberdeen,  Prairie 
Junction,  and  Holly  Springs,  Miss.), 
Nebraska,  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  North  Carolina,  North  Da¬ 
kota,  Ohio,  Oklahoma,  Pennsylvania. 
Rhode  Island,  South  Carolina,  South  Da¬ 
kota,  Tennessee  (except  Memphis, 
Tenn.),  Texas  (except  El  Paso,  Tex.), 
Vermont,  Virginia  (except  Harrison¬ 
burg,  Va.),  Washington,  D.C.,  West  Vit- 
ginla,  Wisconsin  (except  Racine,  Wis./, 
and  Wyoming; 

Returned,  refused,  rejected  shipments; 
and  materials,  supplies  and  equipment 
used  in  the  manufacture,  sale  and  dis¬ 
tribution  of  said  commodities  in  the 
reverse  direction;  (c)  from  Racine.  Wis., 
to  points  in  Alabama.  Arkansas,  Con¬ 
necticut,  Delaware,  Florida,  Georgia,  Il¬ 
linois  (except  Batavia,  III.),  Indiana, 
Iowa  (except  Mason  City  and  Lake  Mills, 
Iowa) ,  Kansas,  Kentucky,  Louisiana, 
Maine,  Maryland,  Massachusetts,  Mich¬ 
igan  (except  Jackson,  Mich.),  Minne¬ 
sota,  Missouri,  Mississippi  (except  Aber¬ 
deen,  Prairie  Junction,  and  Holly 
Springs,  Miss.),  Nebraska,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  North  Caro¬ 
lina,  North  Dakota,  Ohio,  Oklahoma. 
Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  South  Caro¬ 
lina,  South  Dakota,  Tennessee  (except 
Memphis,  Tenn.),  Texas  (except  13  Paso. 
Tex.),  Vermont.  Virginia  (except  Harri¬ 
sonburg,  Va.),  Washington.  D.C.,  West 
Virginia,  and  Wyoming;  returned,  re¬ 
fused  and  rejected  shipments;  and  mate¬ 
rials.  supplies  and  equipment  used  in  the 
manufacture,  sale,  and  distribution  of 
said  commodities  in  the  reverse  direc¬ 
tion;  (2)  (a)  pulpboard  and  pulpboard 
products,  from  Rittman,  Youngstown. 
Middletown,  and  Cuyahoga  Falls,  Ohio; 
Filer  City,  Plymouth,  Kalamazoo,  and 
Detroit,  Mich.,  Stroudsburg,  Lancaster 
and  Trexlertown,  Pa.;  Quincy  and  Chi¬ 
cago,  m.;  Tama  and  Marshalltown, 
Iowa;  Hutchinson  and  Kansas  City, 
Kans.;  Denver.  Colo.;  Counce  and  Jack- 
son,  Tenn.,  Vincennes,  Ind.;  Colley  and 
Burlington,  Wis.;  Minneapolis,  Minn.; 
Lockport  and  Syracuse.  N.Y.;  Northamp¬ 
ton,  Mass.;  Clifton,  N.J.;  Harrisonburg. 
Va.;  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah;  Arlington, 
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Abilene,  and  San  Antonio,  Tex.;  and 
Omaha,  Nebr.;  (b)  Molded  pv2p  prod¬ 
ucts,  from  OrifBth,  Inc.,  and  Macon, 
Oa.;  and  (c)  plastic  products  from 
Madison,  Wis.,  Frederick,  Md.,  and  Vin¬ 
cennes,  Ind.,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  in  and  east  of  Montana,  Wyoming, 
Colorado,  and  New  Mexico;  (3)  returned 
shipments  and  materials,  supplies,  and 
equipment  used  in  the  manufacture,  sale, 
and  distribution  of  the  products  specified 
in  (2)  above  from  points  in  the  United 
States  in  and  east  of  Montana,  Wyoming, 
Colorado,  and  New  Mexico  to  the  origin 
points  specified  in  (2)  above,  under  con¬ 
tract  with  Tenneco,  Inc.  Note:  Common 
control  may  be  involved.  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary  applicant  requests  it  be 
held  at  Chicago,  HI. 

No.  MC  125023  (Sub-No.  16),  filed 
May  24,  1972.  Applicant:  SIGMA-4  EX¬ 
PRESS.  INC.,  Post  Office  Box  9117,  Erie, 
PA  16504.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Paul  P.  Sullivan,  711  Washington  Build¬ 
ing,  Washington,  D.C.  20005.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier. 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Malt  beverages,  in  con¬ 
tainers.  and  related  advertising  material 
moving  therewith,  (a)  from  Port  Wasme, 
Ind.  to  points  in  New  York,  New  Jersey. 
Rhode  Island.  Maryland,  Virginia,  and 
North  Carolina,  (b)  from  Newark,  N.J., 
to  Port  Wayne,  Ind.,  and  (c)  from 
Cranston,  RJ.,  to  Port  Wayne,  Ind.,  and 
empty  containers  in  the  reverse  direc¬ 
tion.  Note:  Applicant  states  that  the  re¬ 
quested  authority  cannot  be  tacked  with 
its  existing  authority.  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it 
be  held  at  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  or  Pittsburgh, 
Pa. 

No.  MC  126402  (Sub-No.  10),  filed 
Jime  1,  1972.  Applicant:  JACK 

WALKER  TRUCKING  SERVICE,  INC., 
844  Loudon  Avenue,  Lexington,  KY 
40505.  Applicant’s  representative: 
George  M.  Catlett,  703-706  McClure 
Building.  Frankfort,  KY  40601.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Malt  beverages,  in 
containers,  and  related  advertising  ma¬ 
terial.  and  empty  malt  beverage  con¬ 
tainers  on  return,  (1)  from  Detroit, 
Mich.,  to  points  in  Perry,  Madison,  Har¬ 
rison,  Franklin,  and  Nelson  Counties, 
Ky.;  (2)  from  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  to  points 
in  Payette,  Franklin,  and  Nelson  Coun¬ 
ties.  Ky.;  (3)  from  St.  Joseph,  Mo., 
to  points  in  Payette  County,  Ky.;  (4) 
from  Milwaukee,  Wis.,  to  points  in  Madi¬ 
son  County.  Ky.;  and  (5)  from  Memphis, 
Tenn.,  to  points  in  Nelson,  Perry,  Jeffer¬ 
son,  and  Payette  Coimties,  Ky.  Note: 
Applicant  states  that  the  requested  au¬ 
thority.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  neces¬ 
sary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at 
Lexington  or  Louisville,  Ky. 

No.  MC  127355  (Sub-No.  9).  filed 
June  2,  1972.  Applicant:  M  &  N  GRAIN 
COMPANY,  a  corporation,  802  East 
Hickory,  Nevada,  MO  64772.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Donald  J.  Quinn,  Suite 
900,  1012  Baltimore,  Kansas  C^ty,  MO 
64105.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 


Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Hides  and 
pelts,  from  Butler,  Mo.,  to  Los  Angeles 
and  San  Francisco,  Calif.;  Chicago,  HI.; 
Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa;  Middlesboro,  Ky.; 
New  Orleans,  La.;  l^uth  Paris,  Maine; 
Danversp>ort  and  Peabody,  Mass.;  De¬ 
troit,  Mich.;  Omaha,  Nebr,;  Newark, 
N.J.;  Brooklyn  and  New  York  City,  N.Y.; 
Brownsville,  Houston,  and  Laredo,  Tex.; 
Norfolk,  Va.;  Pond  du  Lac,  Hartford, 
Green  Bay,  Kenosha,  Milwaukee,  and 
Weyauwega,  Wis.;  from  Port  Smith,  Ark.; 
Denver,  Greeley,  Lamar,  Monte  Vista, 
Rocky  Ford,  and  Stratton,  Colo.;  Chi¬ 
cago,  Joliet,  and  Milan,  HI.; .  Cedar 
Rapids,  Centerville,  Des  Moines,  and 
Marshalltown,  Iowa;  Andale,  Dodge  City, 
Ellis,  Garden  City,  Pratt,  Seneca,  Solo¬ 
mon,  and  Wichita,  Kans.;  Darr,  ciiblx>n, 
Omaha,  and  Scottsbluff,  Nebr.;  Albu¬ 
querque,  N.  Mex.;  Bismarck,  Dickinson, 
Fargo,  Hettinger,  Jamestown,  Minot,  and 
Williston,  N.  Dak.;  Enid  and  Oklahoma 
City,  Okla.;  Mitchell,  Rapid  CSty,  Sioux 
Falls,  and  Yankton,  S.  Dak.;  Amarillo, 
Fort  Worth.  Hamilton,  McKinney,  Pales¬ 
tine,  Paris,  San  Angelo,  and  San  Antonio, 
Tex.;  Green  Bay  and  Weyauwega,  Wis.; 
Casper  and  Worland,  Wyo.;  to  Butler, 
Mo.,  under  contract  with  Cox  Bros.  &  Co., 
Butler,  Mo.  Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held 
at  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  127834  (Sub-No.  75),  ffled 
June  2,  1972.  Applicant:  CHEROKEE 
HAULING  &  RIGGING.  INC.,  540 
Merritt  Avenue,  Nashville,  TN  37203. 
Applicant’s  representative:  James  N. 
Clay,  m,  2700  Sterick  Building,  Mem¬ 
phis,  Tenn.  38103.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Plastic,  conduit,  pipe  and  tubing, 
and  fittings  for  plastic  conduit,  pipe,  and 
tubing,  between  Sparta,  Tenn.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
the  United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii) .  Note:  Applicant  states  that  the 
requested  authority  cannot  be  tacked 
with  its  existing  au^ority.  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it 
be  held  at  Nashville,  'Tenn. 

No.  MC  127840  (Sub-No.  31),  filed 
May  8, 1972.  Applicant:  MONTGOMERY 
■TANK  LINES,  INC.,  612  Maple,  Willow 
Springs,  IL  60480.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  William  H.  Towle,  127  North 
Dearborn  Street,  Chicago,  IL  60602.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Such  commodities 
as  are  dealt  in  or  used  by  meat  packing¬ 
houses,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Dubuque,  Iowa,  to  points  in  Hlinois  (ex¬ 
cept  Chicago.  HI.,  and  points  in  its  com¬ 
mercial  zone  as  defined  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion),  Wisconsin  and  Minnesota.  Note: 
Applicant  states  that  the  requested  au¬ 
thority  can  be  tacked  with  its  present 
authority  but  the  joinder  would  be  cir¬ 
cuitous  and  therefore  has  no  present 
intention  to  tack.  Persons  interested  in 
the  tacking  possibilities  are  cautioned 
that  failure  to  oppose  the  application 
may  result  in  an  unrestricted  grant  of 
authority.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  neces¬ 
sary,  applicant  does  not  specify  a 
location. 


No.  MC  127848  (Sub-No.  5).  filed 
May  22.  1972.  Applicant:  WAYNE  W. 
SELL  CORPORATION.  236  Winfield 
Road,  Sarver,  Butler  County.  PA  16055. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Jerome  Solo¬ 
mon.  3131  United  States  Steel  Building, 
Pittsbiirgh,  Pa.  15219.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Salt  and  sodium  chloride  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles,  from  points  in  New 
Kensington  and  Arnold,  Westmoreland 
County,  Pa.,  to  points  in  Ohio,  West  Vir¬ 
ginia,  Maryland,  and  New  York.  Note: 
Applicant  states  that  the  reauested  au¬ 
thority  cannot  be  tacked  with  its  exist¬ 
ing  authority.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held 
at  Pittsburgh,  Pa. 

No.  MC  128355  (Sub-No.  11).  filed 
May  15.  1972.  Applicant:  HURLIMAN 
TRUCKING  COMPANY,  a  corporation, 
8265  North  Borthwick,  Portland, 
OR  97217.  Aoplicant’s  representative: 
John  R.  Hamlett,  2200  Erie  County  Sav¬ 
ings  Bank  Building,  Buffalo,  N.Y.  14202. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Meats,  meat  prod¬ 
ucts.  and  meat  byproducts,  as  described 
in  sections  A  and  B  of  Appendix  I  to  the 
report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates.  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (ex¬ 
cept  commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles),  from  Denison,  Des  Moines,  Port 
Dodge,  Glenwood,  Iowa  Palls.  Sioux  City, 
Sioux  Center,  Waterloo,  and  Spencer, 
Iowa;  Omaha  and  West  Points.  Nebr., 
and  Luveme,  Minn.,  to  New  York,  N.Y. 
commercial  zone,  under  contract  with 
W.  M.  Tynan  &  Co.,  Inc.  Note:  Common 
control  may  be  involved.  Applicant  does 
not  seek  duplicating  authority.  If  a  hear¬ 
ing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  re¬ 
quests  it  be  held  at  New  York,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  128940  (Sub-No.  20).  filed 
May  24,  1972.  Applicant:  RICHARD  A. 
CRAWTORD,  doing  business  as  R.  A. 
CRAWFORD  TRUCKING  SERVICE. 
Post  Office  Box  722,  Adelphi,  MD  20783. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Charles  E. 
Creager,  Suite  523,  816  Easley  Street, 
Silver  Spring,  MD  20910.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Foods  and  materials 
used  in  the  preparation  and  service  of 
foods  in  restaurants  or  commissaries,  be¬ 
tween  Washington,  D.C.,  on  the  wie 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Mary¬ 
land,  Pennsylvania,  Delaware,  New  Jer¬ 
sey,  New  York.  Virginia,  West  Virginia, 
North  Carolina,  South  Carolina,  Georgia, 
Florida,  Ohio,  Indiana,  Michigan,  Hli- 
nois,  Wisconsin,  Minnesota,  Iowa, 
Nebraska,  Missouri,  Kansas,  Louisiana, 
Texas,  Tennessee,  Alabama,  Mississippi, 
Arkansas,  Oklahoma,  Connecticut,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Maine,  Massachusetts,  New 
Hampshire,  Rhode  Island,  and  Vermont, 
and  (2)  Foods  and  food  products,  re¬ 
lated  advertising  media,  materials,  equip¬ 
ment  and  supplies  used  in  the  prepara¬ 
tion  and  serving  of  foods  in  restaurants 
or  commissaries,  between  Washington, 
D.C.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  New  Mexico,  Arizema,  and  Call- 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  37,  NO.  131 — FRIDAY,  JULY  7,  1972 


NOTICES 


13399 


fomia.  Restricticm:  The  authorities  set 
forth  above  are  limited  to  a  transporta¬ 
tion  service  to  be  performed  under  a  c(m- 
tinuing  contract  or  contracts  with  Fair- 
field  Farm  Kitohens,  of  Washington, 
D.C.  Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  neces¬ 
sary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at 
Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  133220  (Sub-No.  6),  filed 
June  12,  1972.  Applicant:  RECORD 
TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  Post  Office  Box  11, 
Henderson,  TN  38340.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  R.  Connor  Wiggins,  Jr.,  100 
North  Main  Building  Suite  909,  Memphis, 
Tenn.  38103.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Fire  prevention  sprinkler  systems  and 
fire  prevention  sprinkler  systems  parts, 
accessories,  and  attachments,  and  tools, 
devices  and  apparatus  used  in  the  instal¬ 
lation  and  erection  thereof;  (2)  pipe  fit¬ 
tings,  pipe  connections,  casting,  and 
valves,  from  the  plantsite  and  warehouse 
facilities  of  Grinnell  Company,  Inc.,  at 
Lombard.  HI.;  Grinnell  Corp.,  Wrights- 
ville  Division,  Wrightsville  (York 
County) ,  Pa.,  and  Grinnell  Co.  at  Colum¬ 
bia,  Pa.,  to  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  Alaska  and  Hawaii) ;  and  (3) 
materials,  tools,  devices  and  apparatus 
used  in  the  fabrication,  assembly  and 
installation  of  (1)  and  (2)  above,  from 
points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska  and  Hawaii)  to  the  named  plant- 
sites  and  warehouses  in  (1)  and  (2) 
above,  under  contract  with  Grinnell  Co., 
Lombard,  Ill.;  Grinnell  Corp.,  Wrights¬ 
ville  Division,  Wrightsville  (York 
County),  Pa.,  and  Grinnell  Co.,  Colum¬ 
bia,  Pa.  Note:  Applicant  holds  common 
carrier  authority  under  its  MC  125227 
and  subs,  therefore  dual  operations  may 
be  involved.  Applicant  states  it  proposes 
to  provide  stopoff  service  for  partial 
loading  and  unloading  at  presently  au¬ 
thorized  or  subsequently  authorized 
Grinnell  points.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at 
Atlanta,  Ga. 

No.  MC  133780  (Sub-No.  4) ,  filed  June 
5,  1972.  Applicant:  WILUAM  A.  SPAR¬ 
GER,  16501  South  Crawford  Avenue, 
Markham,  Rural  Route  1,  Harvey,  IL 
60426.  Applicant’s  representative:  Robert 
W.  Loser,  1009  Chamber  of  Commerce 
Building.  Indianapolis,  Ind.  46204.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Dairy  products, 
dip-n-dressing,  fruit  juices,  and  yogurt, 
from  the  plantsite  and  storage  facilities 
of  Sealtest  Poods  Division  of  Kraftco 
Corp.,  Milwaukee,  Wis.,  to  points  in  Lake 
County,  m.  Restriction:  Limited  to  a 
transportation  service  to  be  performed 
\mder  a  continuing  contract  or  contracts 
with  Sealtest  Foods  Division  of  Kraftco 
Corp.  Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  nec¬ 
essary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at 
C^hicago,  m. 

No.  MC  133867  (Sub-No.  4),  filed  June 
5,  1972.  Applicant:  STARLING  TRANS¬ 
PORT  LINES,  INC.,  3724  U.S.  Highway 
No.  1,  Port  Pierce,  FL  33450.  Applicant’s 
representative:  John  P.  Bond,  30  Giralda 


Avenue,  Coral  Gables,  FL  33134.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Frozen  dinners, 
and  (2)  commodities,  the  transportation 
of  which  is  otherwise  exempt  from  eco¬ 
nomic  regulation  when  transported  at 
the  same  time  and  in  the  same  vehicle 
with  (1)  above,  from  Highland.  N.Y.,  and 
Wheatherfield,  Conn.,  to  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  Alaska  and  Ha¬ 
waii),  to  the  extent  the  requested  au¬ 
thority  does  not  overlap  the  existing  au¬ 
thority  held  by  applicant,  under  contract 
with  Pood  Ways,  Inc.  Note:  Applicant 
holds  common  carrier  authority  under 
MC  119349,  therefore,  dual  operations 
may  be  involved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held 
at  Miami.  Fla.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  133873  (Sub-No.  2),  filed  June 
2,  1972.  Applicant:  THOMAS  WALSH, 
doing  business  as:  THOMAS  ’TRUCK¬ 
ING,  87  Central  Highway,  Stony  Point, 
NY  10980.  Applicant’s  representative: 
George  A.  Olsen,  69  Tonnele  Avenue,  Jer¬ 
sey  City,  NJ  07306.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Printed  matter,  between  the  facili¬ 
ties  of  The  Adams  Group,  Inc.,  at  New 
York,  N.Y.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Huds<m,  Bergen,  Es¬ 
sex,  Passaic,  Union,  Morris,  Somerset, 
Middlesex,  Monmouth,  and  Mercer  Coim- 
ties,  N.J.  Restriction:  ’The  operations 
sought  herein  are  restricted  against  the 
transportation  of  packages  or  articles 
weighing  in  the  aggregate  more  than  500 
pounds  from  one  consignor  to  one  con¬ 
signee  on  any  one  day.  Note:  Applicant 
states  that  the  requested  authority  can¬ 
not  be  tacked  with  its  existing  authority. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  appli¬ 
cant  reque.sts  it  be  held  at  Newark,  N.J., 
or  New  York.  N.Y. 

No.  MC  133937  (Sub-No.  12) .  filed  June 
1.  1972.  AppUcant:  CAROLINA  CART¬ 
AGE  COMPANY.  INC.,  424  Airport  Road. 
Post  Office  Box  1075,  Greenville,  SC 
29602.  Applicant’s  representative:  Leon¬ 
ard  A.  Jaskiewicz,  Suite  501,  1730  M 
Street  NW.,  Washington.  DC  20036.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  General  commodi¬ 
ties  (except  those  of  unusual  value, 
classes  A  and  B  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission,  and 
commodities  in  bulk) ,  having  an  immedi¬ 
ately  prior  or  an  inunediately  subsequent 
movement  by  air,  between  points  in  Mc¬ 
Duffie.  Wilkes.  Oglethorpe,  Columbia, 
Lincoln.  Elbert.  Madison,  Franklin, 
Banks,  Stephens,  Habersham.  White, 
Rabun.  Towns,  Union,  and  Hart  Coun¬ 
ties,  Ga.,  and  airports  at  or  near  Green¬ 
ville,  S.C.,  and  Charlotte,  N.C.  Note: 
Applicant  states  that  the  requested  au¬ 
thority  cannot  be  tacked  with  its  existing 
authority.  Common  control  may  be  in¬ 
volved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
appHcant  requests  it  be  held  at  Char¬ 
lotte,  N.C.  or  Coliimbia,  S.C. 

No.  MC  134094  (Sub-No.  2)  (Correc¬ 
tion),  filed  April  11,  1972,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  issue  of  May  4, 
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1972,  and  republished  as  corrected,  this 
issue.  Applicant:  HEIGH'TS  SERVICE, 
INC.,  521  East  Nevada  Street.  St.  Paul, 
MN  55101.  Applicant’s  representative: 
F.  H.  Kroeger,  2288  University  Avenue, 
St.  Paul.  MN  55114.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Chemicals  used  in  the  manu¬ 
facture  of  industrial  or  commercial 
cleaning,  scouring,  washing,  sanitizing, 
and  lubrication  products,  in  drums,  bags, 
or  boxes,  from  points  in  the  Chicago,  Ill., 
commercial  zone  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  Utica,  HI.,  and  Joliet,  Ill.,  to  Sav¬ 
age,  Minn.,  for  the  account  of  Chaska 
Chemical  Co.,  Inc.,  of  Savage.  Minn.,  and 
(2)  chemicals  used  in  the  manufacture 
of  industrial  and  commercial  detergents, 
soaps,  and  cleaning  and  washing  com¬ 
pounds,  in  dnims,  bags,  or  boxes,  from 
points  in  the  Chicago,  HI.,  commercial 
zone  as  defined  by  the  Commission,  Utica 
and  Joliet.  HI.,  to  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  for 
the  accoimt  of  Stewart  Chemicals,  Inc., 
of  Minneapolis,  Minn.  Note:  The  purpose 
of  this  republication  is  to  redescribe  the 
authority  sought.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held 
at  St.  Paul  or  Minneapolis,  Minn. 

No.  MC  134534  (Sub-No.  5),  filed 
May  15,  1972.  Applicant:  LUIS  BAS- 
TKRRECHEA,  doing  business  as  BAS- 
TERRECHEA  DIS'TRIBUTING,  341  Col¬ 
orado,  Gooding,  ID  83330.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Jay  L.  Depew,  Post  Office 
Box  23,  T’jvin  Falls,  ID  83301.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Talc  in  100-pound  bags 
and  fresh  meat  and  packing  house  prod¬ 
ucts,  (a)  from  points  in  Skagit  County, 
Wash.,  and  (b)  from  points  in  Beaver¬ 
head  County,  Mont.,  to  points  in  Idaho 
south  of  the  Salmon  River,  and  (c)  from 
points  in  Gooding  County,  Idaho,  to 
points  in  Lewis  and  Clark,  and  (Cascade 
Counties,  Mont.  Note:  Applicant  states 
that  the  requested  authority  cannot  be 
tacked  with  its  existing  authority.  If  a 
hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Boise.  Idaho;  Port¬ 
land,  Greg.;  or  Seattle,  Wash. 

No.  MC  134599  (Sub-No.  42),  filed 
June  2,  1972  Applicant:  INTERSTATE 
<X>NTRACT  CARRIER  CORPORA- 
'nON,  Post  Office  Box  748,  Salt  Lake 
City.  UT  84110.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tives:  Richard  A.  Peterson,  Post  Office 
Box  80806,  Lincoln,  NE  68501  and 
Gordon  L.  Roberts,  520  Kearns  Build¬ 
ing,  Salt  Lake  City,  UT  84110.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Candy  and  confectionery 
and  advertising  and  display  materials 
when  moving  in  the  same  vehicle  and 
at  the  same  time  with  candy  and  con¬ 
fectionery,  from  Centralia  and  Ashley, 
Ill.,  to  points  in  Maine,  Vermont,  New 
Hampshire,  Massachusetts,  Connecticut. 
Rhode  Island,  Maryland,  and  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.,  under  contract  with  Hollywood 
Brands,  a  division  of  Consolidated  Foods 
Corp.  Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  nec¬ 
essary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at 
Salt  Lake  City,  Utah,  or  Lincoln,  Nebr. 
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No.  MC  134755  (Sub-No.  31),  filed 
June  5,  1972.  Applicant:  (CHARTER 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  2154  Valleyrood,  Box 
3772  Glenstone  Station,  Springfield, 
MO  65804.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Turner  White,  805  Woodruff  Building, 
Springfield,  MO  65806.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Meats,  meat  products,  and  meat  by¬ 
products  and  dairy  products  as  described 
in  sections  A,  B,  and  C  of  Api}endix  I  to 
the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Car¬ 
rier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766 
(except  hides  and  commodities  in  bulk) , 
frcmi  the  plantsite  and  storage  facilities 
of  Wilson  Certified  Poods  at  Marshall, 
Mo.,  to  points  in  Connecticut,  Delaware, 
Maine,  Maryland,  Massachusetts,  New 
Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island.  Vermont. 
Virginia,  West  Virginia,  and  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.,  restricted  to  traffic  originating 
at  Marshall,  Mo.,  and  destined  to  points 
in  the  named  States.  Note:  If  a  hearing 
is  deoned  necessary,  applicant  does  not 
specify  a  location. 

No.  MC  134838  (Sub-No.  3).  filed 
June  2,  1972.  Applicant:  SOUTHEAST¬ 
ERN  TRANSFER  &  STORAGE  CO.. 
INC.,  2561  Plant  Atkinson  Road,  Smyrna, 
GA  30080.  Applicant’s  representative: 
(Tharles  Ephraim,  1250  Connecticut  Ave¬ 
nue  NW.,  Suite  600,  Washington,  DC 
20036.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting :  Houses  or 
building  sections  and  component  parts 
thereof,  including  appliances,  furnish¬ 
ings,  electrical  and  plumbing  fixtiues, 
heating  and  air  conditioning,  fioor 
coverings  and  cabinets,  set  up  and 
knocked  down;  and  equipment  used  for 
the  installation  and  erection  thereof, 
from  points  in  Georgia  to  points  in  Ten¬ 
nessee.  Florida,  North  Carolina,  South 
Carolina,  and  Alabama,  and  the  return 
to  origins  of  equipment  and  damaged  or 
unsuitable  houses  or  components.  Note: 
Applicsmt  states  that  the  requested  au¬ 
thority  cannot  be  tacked  with  its  exist¬ 
ing  authoiity.  Common  control  may  be 
involved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  neces¬ 
sary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at 
Atlanta.  Ga. 

No.  MC  134922  (Sub-No.  33),  filed 
June  5,  1972.  Applicant:  B.  J.  Mc- 
ADAMS,,  INC.,  Route  6,  Box  15.  North 
Little  R<^,  AR  72118.  Ai^licant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  L.  C.  C5q>ert  (same  address 
as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Canned  chicken,  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigeration, 
from  the  plantsite  and  storage  facilities 
utilized  by  Hope  Foods  Corp.,  at  or  near 
Hope,  Ark.,  to  points  in  Arizona,  Cali¬ 
fornia,  Colorado,  Idaho,  Illinois,  Indi¬ 
ana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Louisiana,  Michigan. 
Minnesota,  Missouri.  Montana,  Ne¬ 
braska.  Nevada.  New  Mexico.  North 
Dakota,  Ohio.  Oklahcnna,  Oregon,  South 
Dakota,  Texas,  Utah,  Washington,  Wis¬ 
consin,  and  Wyoming;  and  (2)  metal 
containers  and  container  ends,  from  El- 
wood.  Ind.,  to  the  plantsite  and  storage 


facilities  utilized  by  Hope  Foods  Corp., 
at  or  near  Hope,  Ark.  Note:  Applicant 
states  that  the  requested  authority  can¬ 
not  be  tacked  with  its  existing  authority. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Little  Rock, 
Ark. 

No.  MC  135200  (Sub-No.  4).  filed 
April  25,  1972.  Applicant:  W.  H.  SAPP 
AND  HILTON  SAPP,  a  Partnership, 
doing  business  as  SAI*P  BROS.  TRUCK¬ 
ING  CO.,  'nfton  Highway.  R.P.D.  1,  Box 
135-A,  Barney,  GA  31625.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Sol  H.  Proctor,  2501  Gulf 
Life  Tower,  Jacksomille,  Fla.  32207.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Citrus  pulp  and 
citrus  pulp  pellets,  in  bulk,  from  points 
in  Florida,  to  points  in  Georgia.  Note: 
Applicant  states  that  the  requested  au¬ 
thority  cannot  be  tacked  with  its  exist¬ 
ing  authority.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held 
at  Jacksonville,  Fla. 

No.  MC  135280  (Sub-No.  5).  filed 
June  2,  1972.  Applicant:  PEP  LINES 
TRUCKING  CO.,  a  corporaiton,  15120 
Third  Avenue,  Highland  Park,  MN 
48203.  Applicant’s  representative:  J.  A. 
Kundtz,  1100  National  City  Bank  Build¬ 
ing,  Cleveland.  OH  44114.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Such  merchandise  as  is 
dealt  in  by  wholesale  and  retail  general 
mercantile  establishments  and  in  con¬ 
nection  therewith,  materials  and  sup¬ 
plies  used  in  the  conduct  of  such  busi¬ 
ness,  between  Chicago,  HI.,  and  its  com¬ 
mercial  zone,  as  defined  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other 
points  in  Green.  Rock,  Walworth,  Ra¬ 
cine,  and  Kenosha  Counties,  Wis.,  under 
continuing  contract  or  contracts  with 
Montgomery  Ward  &  Co.,  Inc.  Note: 
Applicant  holds  common  carrier  author¬ 
ity  under  MC  120184  and  subs,  there¬ 
fore  dual  operations  may  be  involved. 
Common  control  may  also  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deeed  necessary,  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washington, 
D.C. 

No.  MC  135843  (Sub-No.  3),  filed 
June  1.  1972.  Applicant:  IOWA  GATE¬ 
WAY,  INC.,  doing  business  as  IOWA 
GATEWAY  TERMINAL.  River  Road, 
Keokuk,  Iowa  52632.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Robert  F.  Holz,  Jr.,  400  Em¬ 
pire  Building,  Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Salt,  between 
points  in  Iowa,  Illinois,  and  Missouri. 
Said  operations  are  restricted  against 
the  transportation  of  traffic  from  Chi¬ 
cago,  m.,  and  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  and  points 
in  the  commercial  zones  thereof,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  and  from 
Clinton  and  Dubuque,  Iowa,  and  Ha¬ 
vana,  ni.  Note:  Applicant  states  that 
the  requested  authority  cannot  be 
tacked  with  its  existing  authority.  Appli¬ 
cant  currently  holds  contract  authority 
under  MC  133399  Sub  1  to  provide  this 
exact  service  to  Diamond  Crystal  Salt 
Co.  and  seeks  hereby  to  convert  that 


authority  to  a  common  carrier  certifi¬ 
cate.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Des 
Moines,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  136070  (Sub-No.  1)  (Amend¬ 
ment)  ,  filed  November  19, 1971,  published 
in  the  Federal  Register,  issue  of  Feb¬ 
ruary  3,  1972,  and  republished  as 

amended  this  issue.  Applicant:  JOHN  F. 
SCHROEDER,  INC.,  6409  North  46th 
Street,  Tacoma,  WA  98407.  Applicant’s 
representative:  John  C.  Kouklis,  1205 
Rust  Building,  Tacoma.  WA  98402.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  New  and  used  auto¬ 
mobiles,  by  truckaway  service,  (1)  be¬ 
tween  points  in  (California,  Oregon, 
Washington.  Idaho,  and  Montana;  and 
(2)  from  points  in  California,  Oregon, 
Washington,  Idaho,  and  Montana  to 
Phoenix,  Ariz.,  and  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah. 
Note:  The  purpose  of  this  republication 
is  to  broaden  the  territorial  scope  of  the 
application.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  neces¬ 
sary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at 
Seattle,  Wash.;  Portland,  Oreg.;  or  San 
Francisco,  Calif. 

No.  MC  136439  (Correction),  filed 
February  22,  1972,  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register,  issue  of  March  23,  1972, 
and  republished  as  corrected  this  issue. 
AppUcant:  JA(CK  McCANN  TRU(CKING 
CORP.,  41  Lindberg  Avenue,  New  Dorp, 
Staten  Island,  NY  10306.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  S.  S.  Eisen,  370  Lexington 
Avenue,  New  York.  NY  10017.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Coffee  beans  and  cocoa, 
from  New  York  Harbor,  as  defined  in  Ex 
Parte  No.  140,  to  Baltimore.  Md.,  Boston, 
Mass.,  and  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  restricted 
to  traffic  having  a  prior  movement  by 
water,  under  contract  with  ’Tllston 
Roberts  Corp.  Note:  'The  purpose  of  this 
correction  is  to  add  coffee  beans  to  the 
commodities  proposed  to  be  transported, 
inadvertently  omitted  from  previous 
publication. 

No.  MC  136443  (Sub-No.  2),  filed 
June  2,  1972.  Applicant:  ROBERT 

SWANSON.  820  Wayne  Street.  Belvidere, 
IL  61008.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Abraham  A.  Diamond,  33  North  Dearborn 
Street,  Chicago,  IL  60602.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Nondairy  coffee 

creamer,  in  bulk,  in  straight  tank  trucks 
of  2,500  gallons  capacity  or  less,  from 
Rockfor(l,  HI.,  to  Janesville,  Wis.;  and 
(2)  ice  cream  mix,  in  bulk,  in  straight 
tank  trucks  of  2,500  grallons  capacity  or 
less,  from  Belvidere,  HI.,  to  Portage  and 
Montfort,  Wis.  Note:  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it 
be  held  at  Chicago.  HI. 

No.  MC  136562  (Sltb-No.  2),  filed 
Jime  12,  1972.  Applicant:  TEXAS  FIRE¬ 
PROOF  STORAGE  CXDMPANY,  INC., 
11th  Street  and  Mary  Avenue,  Waco,  TX 
76703.  Applicant’s  representative:  Phillip 
Robinson,  Post  Office  Box  2207,  Austin. 
TX  78767.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
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over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Tele¬ 
phone  equipment,  materials,  and  sup¬ 
plies,  including  tools  used  in  the  con¬ 
struction  and  maintenance  of  telephone 
systems  and  communications,  between 
points  in  McLennan  County.  Tex.,  and 
points  in  the  counties  of  McLennan.  Hill, 
Bosque,  Coryell,  Bell,  Palls,  Limestone, 
and  that  portion  of  Freestone  County 
lying  west  of  Interstate  Highway  No.  45, 
Tex.,  imder  contract  with  Western  ESec- 
tric  Co.,  Inc.  Note:  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it 
be  held  at  Dallas,  Port  Worth,  or 
Houston,  Tex. 

No.  MC  136576  (Sub-No.  2)  filed 
June  2,  1972.  Applicant:  ARMSTRONG 
TRANSFER  &  STORAGE  CX)..  INC.,  6500 
South  Washington  St.,  Post  OflBce  Box 
1860,  Amarillo.  TX  79106.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Boyce  Cairns,  Post  Office 
Box  1860,  Amarillo.  TX  79106.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregiUar  routes, 
transporting:  Telephone  equipment,  ma¬ 
terials,  and  supplies,  including  tools  used 
in  the  construction  and  maintenance  of 
telephone  systems  and  communications, 
(1)  between  points  in  Potter  and  Randall 
Counties,  Tex.;  and  (2)  between  points 
in  Potter  and  Randall  Coimtles,  Tex.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Dallam,  Sherman,  Hansford,  Ochil¬ 
tree,  Lipscomb,  Hartley,  Moore,  Hutchin¬ 
son.  Roberts,  HemphiU,  Oldham,  Carscm, 
Gray,  Wheeler,  Deafsmith,  Armstrong, 
Donley.  Collingsworth,  Parmer,  Csistro, 
Swisher,  and  Briscoe  Counties,  Tex.,  un¬ 
der  CMitract  with  Western  Eaectric  Co., 
Inc.  Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  neces¬ 
sary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at 
Amarillo,  Lubbock,  or  Dallas,  Tex. 

No.  MC  136579  (Sub-No.  2)  filed 
June  1.  1972.  Applicant:  BINYON- 

O’KEEPE  STORAGE  COMPANY,  a 
corporation,  800  Calhoun  Street,  Port 
Worth,  TX  76102.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Phillip  Robinson,  Post  Office  Box 
2207,  Austin,  'TX  78767.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Telephone  equipment,  materials,  and 
supplies,  including  tools  used  in  the  con¬ 
struction  and  maintenance  of  telephone 
systems  and  communications,  between 
points  in  'Tarrant  Ctounty.  Tex.,  and 
points  in  the  coimties  of  Tarrant,  Wise, 
Parker,  Hood,  Somerville,  Johnson,  Dal¬ 
las,  Denton,  Hall,  Childress,  Cottle, 
Hardeman,  Foard,  Wilbarger,  Jack,  Bay¬ 
lor,  Wichita,  Archer,  CTlay,  Montague, 
Throckmortwi,  Yoimg,  Shackleford, 
Stevens,  Palo  Pinto,  Eastland,  Erath, 
Brown,  Commanche,  Mills,  Hamilton, 
McCullough,  San  Saba.  Mason,  and 
Llano,  Tex.,  under  contract  with  West¬ 
ern  Electric  Co.,  Inc.  Note:  If  a  hearing 
is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests 
it  be  held  at  Dallas,  Fort  Worth,  or  Hous¬ 
ton.  Tex. 

No.  MC  136583  (Sub-No.  2)  filed 
June  14^  1972.  Applicant:  C7ENTRAL 
TRANSFER  &  STORAGE  CO.,  a  corpora- 
ti(m,  3060  Irving  Boulevard,  Dallas,  TX 
75247.  Applicant’s  representative:  Phillip 
Robinson,  Post  Office  Box  2207,  Austin, 
'TX  78767.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 


a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Telephone 
equipment,  materials,  and  supplies,  in¬ 
cluding  tools  used  in  the  construction  and 
maintenance  of  telephone  systems  and 
communications,  between  points  in  Palo 
Pinto  County.  Tex.,  and  points  in  Palo 
Pinto,  Jack,  ’I^rockmorton,  Shackelford, 
Stephens,  Eastland,  Erath,  Comanche, 
Brown.  Mills,  Hamilton,  San  Saba.  Mc- 
(TuUoch,  Mason,  and  Llano  Coimties, 
Tex.,  under  contract  with  Western  Elec¬ 
tric  Co.,  Inc.  Note  :  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at 
Dallas,  Fbrt  Worth,  or  Houston,  Tex. 

No.  MC  136584  (Sub-No.  2)  filed 
Jime  5,  1972.  Applicant:  J.  D.  MOORE 
’TRANSFER.  INC.,  249  Cherry  Street. 
Post  Office  Box  20*7,  Abilene,  TX.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Evan  W.  Anderson 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Telephone  equipment,  ma¬ 
terial,  and  supplies,  including  tools,  used 
in  the  construction  and  maintenance  of 
telephone  systems  and  communications 
for  Western  Electric,  Inc.,  between 
separate  points  in  .Taylor  County  and 
between  points  in  Taylor  County  on  the 
one  hand,  and.  points  in  the  following 
counties  on  the  other:  Jones,  Knox, 
Haskell,  Callahan,  Runnels,  and  CTole- 
man,  Tex.,  under  contract  with  Western 
Electric,  Inc.  Note:  Common  contrcd  may 
be  involved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held 
at  Abilene  or  Port  Worth,  Tex. 

No.  MC  136669  (Sub-No.  1).  filed 
June  5.  1972.  Applicant:  PROCESSED 
BEEP  EXPRESS.  INC.,  Post  Office  Box 
522,  Dakota  City.  NE  68731.  Applicant’s 
representative:  John  P.  Roeser,  Jr.  (same 
address  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  mo¬ 
tor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  (1)  Meats,  meat  products  and 
meat  byproducts,  and  articles  distrib¬ 
uted  by  meat  packinghouses  as  described 
in  Sections  A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to 
the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Car¬ 
rier  Certificates.  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766. 
Prom:  Omaha  and  West  Point.  Nebr.; 
Emporia  and  Wichita,  Kans.;  Luverne 
and  Worthington,  Minn.;  Cherokee, 
Denison,  Fort  Dodge,  LeMars,  Mason 
City,  and  Sioux  City,  Iowa,  to  points  in 
Alabama.  Arkansas,  Florida,  Georgia, 
Louisiana.  Mississippi.  North  Carolina. 
South  Carolina,  Oklahoma.  Tennessee, 
and  Texas,  and  (2)  materials,  supplies, 
and  equipment  used  in  the  conduct  of 
business  by  meat  packinghouses  and 
hide  companies.  From:  points  in  Ala¬ 
bama,  Arkansas,  Florida,  Georgia,  Lou¬ 
isiana,  Mississippi,  North  Carolina,  Okla¬ 
homa,  South  Carolina,  Tennessee,  and 
Texas,  to  West  Point,  Nebr.;  Emporia, 
Kans.;  Denison.  Fort  Dodge,  LeMars, 
Mason  City,  and  Sioux  City,  Iowa;  and 
Luveme,  Minn.,  under  continuing  con¬ 
tract  with  Iowa  Beef  Processors,  Inc., 
and  its  subsidiaries.  Note:  Applicant 
seeks  no  duplicating  authority.  If  a  hear¬ 
ing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  re¬ 
quests  it  be  held  at  Sioux  City.  Iowa; 
Omaha,  Nebr.;  or  Chicago,  m. 


No.  MC  136731  (Sub-No.  1).  filed 
May  30.  1972.  Applicant;  K.  B.  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION,  INC.,  2185  Wall  Avenue. 
Ogden,  UT.  Applicant’s  representative; 
F.  Robert  Reeder,  520  Kearns  Building, 
Salt  Lake  City.  UT  84101.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting;  Petroleum  and  petroleum 
products,  except  road  oil  and  asphalt, 
together  with  tires,  batteries,  automotive 
accessories,  and  service  station  supplies 
when  moving  on  the  same  vehicles  to 
the  same  consignees  with  the  transpor¬ 
tation  of  rejected  shipments  and  empty 
containers  on  return  movements,  from 
points  in  Salt  Lake,  Davis,  and  Weber 
Counties.  Utah,  to  points  in  Utah;  Teton, 
Unitah,  Lincoln  Counties,  Wyo.;  and 
Cassia  and  Power  Counties,  Idaho;  under 
contract  with  Kellerstrass  Bros.  Note: 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  ap¬ 
plicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Salt  Lake 
Chty  or  Ogden,  Utah. 

No.  MC  136735,  filed  May  10.  1972. 
Applicant:  RAMON  JAMES  SALORT, 
1309  Palisade  Avenue,  Union  City,  NJ 
07087.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Mat¬ 
tresses,  and  box  springs,  from  Stearns 
and  Poster  Co.,  located  at  Clifton.  N.J., 
to  the  five  boroughs  of  New  York,  N.Y., 
Long  Island,  N.Y.,  and  points  in  West¬ 
chester  County,  N.Y.  Note:  If  a  hearing 
is  deemed  necessary,  aoplicant  requests 
it  be  held  at  Union  City,  N.J.,  or  New 
York.  N.Y. 

No.  MC  136739,  filed  May  8,  1972.  Ap- 
plicant:  J-M  EXPRESS,  INCORPO¬ 
RATED.  Post  Office  Box  924,  Somerset, 
KY  42501.  Applicant’s  representative; 
Herbert  D.  liebman,  403  West  Main 
Street,  Frankfort,  KY  40601.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting;  General  com¬ 
modities  (except  those  of  imusual  value. 
Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment),  (1)  between  Somer¬ 
set,  Ky.,  and  Burkesville,  Ky.;  from  Som¬ 
erset  over  Kentucky  Highway  80  to  Rus¬ 
sell  Springs;  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
127  to  junction  with  Kentucky  Highway 
90;  thence  over  Kentucky  Highway  90  to 
Burkesville,  and  return  over  the  same 
route;  (2)  between  Russell  Springs.  Ky.. 
and  junction  Kentucky  Highway  123  at 
or  near  Columbus,  Ky.;  from  Russell 
Springs  over  Kentucky  Highway  80  to  its 
junction  with  Kentucky  Highway  123  at 
or  near  Columbus,  Ky.,  and  return  over 
the  same  route;  (3)  between  Marrow¬ 
bone  (Cumberland  County.  Ky.)  and 
Burkesville,  Ky.;  from  Marrowbone  over 
Kentucky  Highway  90  to  Burkesville  and 
return  over  the  same  route;  (4)  between 
junction  Kentucky  Highway  90  and  Ken¬ 
tucky  Highway  100  at  or  near  Water- 
view,  Ky.,  and  junction  Kentucky  High¬ 
way  80  at  or  near  Russellville,  Ky.;  from 
junction  Kentucky  Highway  90  and  Ken¬ 
tucky  Highway  100  at  or  near  Water- 
view,  Ky.;  over  Kentucky  Highway  100 
to  its  junction  with  Kentucky  Highway 
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80  at  or  near  Russellville.  Ky..  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route;  and  (5)  be¬ 
tween  Burkesville  and  Albany,  Ky.;  from 
Burkesville  over  Kentucky  Highway  90  to 
Albany,  and  retvim  over  the  same  route, 
serving  all  intermediate  points  on  the 
above-described  routes.  Note:  If  a  hear¬ 
ing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  re¬ 
quests  it  be  held  at  Louisville  or  Somer¬ 
set,  Ky. 

No.  MC  136744,  filed  May  25,  1972.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  KASHMARK  TRUCKING, 

INC.,  Box  437,  Clinton,  MN  56225.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Robert  E.  Swan¬ 
son,  1211  South  Sixth  Street,  Stillwater, 
MN  55082.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Food,  food  preparations  and  foodstuffs, 
in  vehicles  equipped  to  protect  such  prod¬ 
ucts  from  heat  and  cold,  between  points 
in  Minnesota,  and  points  in  North  Da¬ 
kota,  South  Dakota,  Iowa,  Nebraska,  and 
Wisconsin,  and  returned  shipments  of 
above-named  commodities  to  Big  Stone 
Canning  Co.  warehouse  at  Ortonville, 
Minn.  Note:  Applicant  states  that  the 
granting  of  this  application  will  result  in 
an  improvement  of  the  environmental 
qualities  that  now  exist  because  of  the 
elimination  of  additional  vehicles  that 
are  now  being  operated  to  perform  the 
same  service  herein  requested.  The  ve¬ 
hicles  which  will  be  used  are  mechani¬ 
cally  more  efficient  and  adaptable  to  the 
transportation  needs.  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it 
be  held  at  Minneapolis,  Minn. 

No.  MC  136767,  filed  May  30.  1972.  Ap- 
pUcant:  VAN  IPEREN  PEED  &  GRAIN 
CO.,  Post  Office  Box  27,  Hospers,  lA 
51238.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
feed  and  liquid  feed  ingredients  and  feed 
supplements,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
between  Muscatine,  Sioux  City,  Altoona, 
Estherville,  and  Waterloo,  Iowa,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Colorado,  Kansas,  Nebraska,  South 
Dakota,  Minnesota.  Missouri,  North  Da¬ 
kota,  and  Montana,  under  contract  with 
Kent  Feeds,  Inc.  Note:  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it 
be  held  at  either  Sioux  City  or  Des 
Moines,  Iowa,  or  Omaha,  Nebr. . 

No.  MC  136778  (Sub-No.  1) ,  filed  June 
1. 1972.  Applicant:  STANDARD  TRUCK¬ 
ING  <X).,  587  Payette  Street,  Perth  Am¬ 
boy,  NJ  08861.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Morton  E.  Kiel,  140  Cedar  Street, 
New  York,  NY  10006.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Pallets,  from  Pennsylvania,  Mary¬ 
land,  West  Virginia,  and  Virginia,  to 
points  in  Connecticut,  New  York,  New 
Jersey,  Pennsylvania,  Delaware.  Mary¬ 
land,  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  Ohio,  and 
the  District  of  Columbia,  and  returned 
shipments  and  commodities  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  pallets  in  the  opposite 
direction.  Note:  Applicant  holds  con¬ 
tract  carrier  authority  under  MC  60847 
Subs  1  and  3,  therefore  dual  operations 
may  be  involved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 


necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held 
at  New  York,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  136778  (Sub-No.  1),  filed  June 
1, 1972.  Applicant:  STANDARD  TRUCK¬ 
ING  CO.,  587  Fayette  Street,  Perth  Am¬ 
boy,  NJ  08861.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Morton  E.  Kiel.  140  Cedar  Street, 
New  York,  NY  10006.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Pallets,  from  Pennsylvania,  Mary¬ 
land,  West  Virginia,  and  Virginia,  to 
points  in  Connecticut,  New  York,  New 
Jersey,  Pennsylvania,  Delaware,  Mary¬ 
land.  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  Ohio,  and 
the  District  of  Columbia,  and  returned 
shipments  and  commodities  used  in  the 
manufactiu'e  of  T>allet6  in  the*  opposite 
direction.  Note:  Applicant  holds  contract 
carrier  authority  under  MC  60847  Subs 
1  and  3,  therefore  dual  operations  may  be 
involved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  neces¬ 
sary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at 
New  York.  N.Y. 

No.  MC  136778  (Sub-No.  1).  filed 
June  1,  1972.  Applicant:  STANDARD 
TRUCKING  CO.,  587  Payette  Street, 
Perth  Amboy,  NJ  08861.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Morton  E.  Kiel,  140  Cedar 
Street,  New  York,  NY  10006.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Pallets,  from  Pennsylvania, 
Maryland,  West  Virginia,  and  Virginia 
to  points  in  Connecticut,  New  York,  New 
Jersey,  Pennsylvania,  Delaware,  Mary¬ 
land,  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  Ohio,  and 
the  District  of  Columbia,  and  returned 
shipments  and  commodities  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  pallets  in  the  opposite 
direction.  Note:  Applicant  holds  c<mi- 
tract  carrier  authority  under  MC  60847 
Subs  1  and  3,  therefore  dual  operations 
may  be  involved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held 
at  New  York,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  136778  (Sub-No.  1).  filed 
Jime  1.  1972.  Applicant:  STANDARD 
TRUCKING  CO.,  587  Payette  Street. 
Perth  Amboy,  NJ  08861.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Morton  E.  Kiel,  140  Cedar 
Street,  New  York,  NY  10006.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes 
transporting:  Pallets,  from  Pennsylvania, 
Maryland,  West  Virginia,  and  Virginia  to 
points  in  Connecticut,  New  York,  New 
Jersey,  Pennsylvania,  Delaware.  Mary¬ 
land,  Virginia,  West  Virginia.  Ohio,  and 
the  District  of  Columbia,  and  returned 
shipments  and  conunodities  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  pallets  in  the  opposite  di¬ 
rection.  Note:  Applicant  holds  contract 
carrier  authority  under  MC  60847  Subs  1 
and  3.  therefore  dual  operations  may  be 
involved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  neces¬ 
sary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  New 
York.  N.Y. 

No.  MC  136783,  filed  June  2,  1972. 
Applicant:  BOAT  MOVING  ENGI¬ 
NEERS.  INC.,  12401  Greiner  Street. 
Detroit,  MI  48205.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Martin  J.  Levitt,  1800  Buhl 
Building,  Detroit,  Mich.  48226.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes. 


transporting:  Boats,  (1)  between  Oxford, 
Mich,  on  the  one  hand,  and.  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska  and  Hawaii),  under  continuing 
contract  with  Sea  Ray  Boats;  (2)  be¬ 
tween  Mt.  Clemens,  Mich.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Ohio, 
niinois,  Pennsylvania,  and  New  York 
imder  continuing  contract  with  Sail 
Boats,  Inc.;  (3)  between  Houston,  Tex., 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  the  United  States  under  continuing 
contract  with  Gulf  Coast  Sail  Boats;  and 
(4)  between  Port  Lauderdale,  Pla.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the 
states  east  of  the  Mississippi  River,  and 
points  in  Texas  imder  a  continuing  con¬ 
tract  with  Barcone  Corp.  Note:  If  a 
hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C. 
or  Chicago,  HI. 

No.  MC  136784  filed  June  2.  1972.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  BRADY’S  TRANSPORT 

LIMITED.  Post  Office  Box  940,  Hull.  PQ. 
Canada.  Applicant’s  representative:  Her¬ 
bert  M.  Canter,  315  Seitz  Building,  201 
Elast  Jefferson  Street,  Syracuse,  NY 
13202.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Rough 
and  dressed  lumber,  between  ports  of  en¬ 
try  on  the  United  States-Canada  bound¬ 
ary  line  located  in  New  York  and  points 
in  New  York,  restricted  to  traffic  orig¬ 
inating  at  or  destined  to  points  in  Can¬ 
ada.  Note:  Common  control  and  dual 
operations  may  be  involved.  The  purpose 
of  this  instant  application  is  to  modify 
and  convert  applicant’s  present  permit 
authorizing  the  transportation  of  rough 
and  dressed  lumber  frcHn  the  port  of 
entry  at  Ogdensburg,  N.Y.,  to  points  in 
New  York.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  neces¬ 
sary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at 
Buffalo  or  New  York.  N.Y.,  or  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C. 

Motor  Carrier  of  Passengers 

No.  MC  29890  (Sub-No.  36);  filed 
June  5,  1972.  Applicant:  R<X!KLAND 
COACHES.  INC.,  126  North  Washington 
Avenue,  Bergenfield,  NJ  07621,  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Eisen  and  Mitchell, 
370  Lexington  Avenue,  New  York,  NY 
10017.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Passengers 
and  their  baggage  in  the  same  vehicle 
urith  passengers,  (1)  between  Letch- 
worth  Village,  N.Y.  and  junction  New 
York  Highway  45  with  Pomona  Road, 
serving  all  intermediate  points:  (a)  PYom 
Letchworth  Village,  over  Thiells-Mount 
Ivy  Road  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  202, 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  202  to  junction 
New  York  Highway  45,  thence  over  New 
York  Highway  45  to  junction  Pomona 
Road;  and  return  over  the  same  route.* 
Note:  It  is  proposed  to  join  this  route 
with  applicant’s  present  service  routes 
at  Letchworth  Village  and  at  Pomona 
Road,  (b)  Also,  from  junction  Thiells- 
Mount  Ivy  Road  with  U.S.  Highway  202, 
on  the  foregoing  proposed  route  (a) ,  over 

^  Applicant  holds  authority  over  the  fore¬ 
going  route  for  operating  convenience,  under 
(MO-29880  Sub  34). 
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U.S.  Highway  202  to  park-ride  lot  near 
the  Palisades  Interstate  Parkway;  and 
return  over  the  same  route.  (2)  Between 
p>oints  in  the  hamlet  of  Pearl  River,  N.Y., 
serving  all  intermediate  points:  (a)  From 
junction  South  Middletown  Road  with 
Gilbert  Avenue,  over  Gilbert  Avenue  to 
junction  Veterans  Memorial  Drive, 
thence  over  Veterans  Memorial  Drive  to 
junction  Sickletown  Road  (also  known 
as  Blue  Hill  Road) ;  and  return  over  the 
same  route.  Note:  It  is  proposed  to  join 
this  route  with  applicant’s  present  serv¬ 
ice  routes  on  South  Middletown  Road 
and  on  Sickletown  Road,  (b)  From  junc¬ 
tion  Old  Middletown  Road  with  Orange¬ 
burg  Road,  over  Old  Middletown  Road  to 
junction  Gilbert  Avenue,  on  the  fore¬ 
going  proposed  route  (a)  and  return 
over  the  same  route.  Note:  It  is  proposed 
to  join  this  route  with  applicant’s  pres¬ 
ent  service  route  at  junction  Old  Middle- 
town  Road  with  Orangeburg  Road.  (3) 
Between  points  in  the  hamlet  of  Orange¬ 
burg,  N.Y.,  serving  all  intermediate 
points:  From  the  westerly  junction  of 
Old  Orangeburg  Road  (formerly  Orange¬ 
burg  Road)  with  Orangeburg  Road,*  over 
Orangeburg  Road  to  its  easterly  junction 
with  Old  Orangeburg  Road  (formerly 
Orangeburg  Road) ;  and  return  over  the 
same  route.  Note:  It  is  proposed  to  join 
the  foregoing  route  with  applicant’s  pres¬ 
ent  service  routes,  at  both  terminals  with 
Old  Orangeburg  Road,  and  at  junction 
with  Blaisdell  Road  (formerly  Hog 
Road) . 

Alternate  route  for  operating  con¬ 
venience  only  (4)  Between  points  in 


*The  name  “Orangeburg  Road’’  now  ap¬ 
plies  to  a  newly  constructed  section  of  road, 
connected  with  and  running  adjacent  to  an 
old  road — along  the  Rockland  State  Hospital 
grounds.  The  adjacent  old  section  of  road, 
formerly  known  as  Prlel  Road  and,  later, 
as  Orangeburg  Road,  now  Is  renamed  “Old 
Orangeburg  Road.’’ 


Teaneck,  N.J.,  in  connection  with  Appli¬ 
cant’s  authorized  regular-route  opera¬ 
tions,  serving  no  intermediate  points: 
From  junction  N.J.  Highway  4  with  Tea- 
neck  Road,  over  Teaneck  Road  to  junc¬ 
tion  DeGraw  Avenue,  thence  over  De- 
Graw  Avenue  to  junction  Interstate 
Highway  95;  and  return  over  the  same 
route.  Note:  It  is  proposed  to  join  this 
route  at  junction  of  Teaneck  Road  with 
Applicant’s  regular  service  route  on  New 
Jersey  Highway  4,  and  at  junction  of 
DeGraw  Avenue  with  applicant’s  route 
for  operating  convenience  only  on  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  95  (MC-29890  Sub  33), 
and  request  is  made  for  lifting  of  the  re¬ 
striction  at  junction  with  DeGraw  Ave¬ 
nue  for  purpose  of  joinder  only.  Note: 
Common  control  may  be  involved.  If  a 
hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Newark,  N.J.,  or 
New  York,  N.Y. 

Application  for  Water  Carrier 

No.  W-262  (Sub-No.  13)  (GULF 
COAST  TOWING  COMPANY,  INC.,  Ex¬ 
tension— UPPER  ALABAMA  RIVER), 
filed  June  5,  1972.  Applicant:  GULP 
COAST  TOWING  COMPANY,  INC., 
Route  1,  Box  417-D,  Slidell,  LA  70458. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Louis  N. 
'Tilly  (same  address  as  applicant).  By 
application  filed  June  5,  1972,  applicant 
seeks  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier  by 
water,  in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce 
as  follows:  Transportation  of  general 
commodities  (except  those  named  in 
Item  No.  340  of  Gulf  Coast  Towing  Com¬ 
pany,  Inc.,  ICC  No.  3),  from  points  and 
ports  on  the  Alabama  River  north  of 
Selma,  Ala.,  to  and  including  ports  and 
points  in  the  Montgomery,  Ala.,  area. 

Application  in  Which  Handling  With¬ 
out  Oral  Hearing  Has  Been  Requested 

No.  MC  126702  (Sub-No.  2),  filed 
Jime  5,  1972.  Applicant:  CHARLOTTE 
MERCHANTS  DELIVERY,  INC.,  421 


West  Tremont  Avenue,  ChailotM-,  Nt: 
28202.  Applicant’s  representative:  Guy 
H.  Postell,  Suite  713,  3384  Peachtree 
Road  NE.,  Atlanta,  GA  30326.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Merchandise,  equipment, 
and  supplies,  sold,  used  or  distributed  by 
a  manufacturer  of  cosmetics;  and,  such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by  retail 
mail-order  houses,  from  Charlotte,  N.C., 
to  points  in  Mecklenburg,  Union,  Stanly, 
Cabarrus,  Rowan,  Davie,  Yadkin,  Iredell, 
Alexander,  Catawba,  Lincoln,  Gaston, 
Cleveland,  Rutherford,  Burke,  Caldwell, 
McDowell,  and  Wilkes  Counties,  N.C., 
and  York,  Lancaster,  and  Chester  Coun¬ 
ties,  S.C.,  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  on  return  except  as  other¬ 
wise  authorized.  Restriction:  The  au¬ 
thority  granted  herein  is  restricted 
against  the  transportation  of  any  parcel, 
package,  or  article  weighing  more  than 
70  pounds  from  one  consignor  at  any  one 
location  to  one  consignee  at  any  one 
location  on  any  one  date.  'The  operations 
authorized  herein  are  limited  to  a  trans¬ 
portation  service  to  be  performed  under 
a  continuing  contract,  or  contracts,  with 
the  following  shippers:  Avon  Products, 
Inc.,  of  Newark,  Del.,  Stanley  Home 
Products,  Inc.,  of  Westfield,  Mass.  Note: 
The  only  purpose  of  this  application  is 
to  broaden  the  existing  commodity  de¬ 
scription  so  as  to  allow  applicant  to  con¬ 
tinue  rendering  a  complete  service  for 
Avon  Products,  Inc.,  of  Newark,  Del.,  and 
at  the  same  time,  allow  applicant  to  con¬ 
tinue  service  under  the  existing  com¬ 
modity  description  for  the  account  of 
Stanley  Home  Products,  Inc.,  of  West- 
field,  Mass. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Joseph  M.  Harrington, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-10349  Plied  7-6-72:8:45  amj 
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